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Chriſtianity as old as the Creation, i 
With Regard to 


| ccleſiaſtical Antiquity. 


By a Priel of « — of Cambridge 


Tis a firm Perſuaſion among them, that there are 
but two ſorts in Mankind, Deceivers and Deceiv'd, 
cheats and Fools. Hence it is, that dreaming and 
| viking they have one perpetual Theme, PO 
Phil, Lyfe Part I. p. 12. 


un 16 6 varia, 25 Tar Hei ble, amn. Ar = Lahn, 
4 inge. Porphyr. ag. amy, Lib. 2. F. 53. 

Hzc omnia nunquid ullam aliam ob cauſam, niſi utique dum 
leſe intra ſacratæ atque incorruptæ vetuſtatis caſtiſſimos linzi- 
tes profanæ ac novellæ curioſitatis libido non continet ? 


Vincent. Lerin, Cap. 6. 
Is 423,40 1 1 Can. Nic. 6. 
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REMARKS 


ON 
CHRISTIANITY AS o Oe. 


With Regard to 427 


Fccle fraſtical Antiquity. 


| T is now a Yeat and a half, ſince the Au- 
| thor of the Book entitul'd Chriſtianity as 
old as the Creation made his firſt appear- 
ance in the World. A Deiſt he certain- 
is by Profeſſion of the higheſt Magnitude, 
d out of profound Eſteem of, and Devotion 
) Natural Religion, the Law of Nature, and 
man Reaſon, (Terms altogether illuſive and 
uivocal) endeavours to depreciate the Uſe. 
d Authority of all external Revelation, by 
| the Topicks and Arguments which the 
ghteſt Wits and Faculties of a Freethinker 
tte capable of urging. To theſe ſurprizing 
tences (full of the Paradox and Perverſe) 
- Anſwers have already appear'd, and are 
| preparing by Eminent Hands, But I do 
t find that any Cenſure as yet is either paſt. 
promis d on ane conſiderable. part of the 
A | Book, 


—y]— ä — —äæ22 — — — 


the curious World with a molt religions ex 


2 INTROD UCTION. 


Book, which is that relating to Eccleſiaſtical® 
Antiquity. This is a part which our cele 
brated Author has labour'd with peculiar In- 
duſtry and Zeal, deſigning it (I ſuppoſe) as | 
delicate ſort of Entertainment to Himſelf and 
Diſciples, and a ſhrewd Reflection on that 
Revelation in particular, which produced ii 
event ſuch ſtrange Defects and Infirmities inf 
irs Primitive Profeſſors. The Subject no doubt 
on't was a very great Darling and Favourite 
with our Author, as it ever en With 


all his Predecefſors, and 'tis pity indeed to roh 02 
him of ſo fine a Flower, and to diſappoin be. 
with a barbarous rudeneſs at once both hig on 
Pleaſure and his Vanity. But the Authog the 
has here diſplay'd the Natural Morali iſt in ſuch 5; 
beautiful Colours, and given us ſuch noblY Cn 
Specimens in the Laick 015 Candour, Sincerity fit 
Probity, Judgement, and Learning, as cannog an) 
but demand a diſtinguiſh'd Light and Emi anc 
nence for the publick- view, and extort ExpoWl vie 
fition and Illuſtration from the Mouth. and Wi 
Pen of the moſt virulent Pyieſt. tho 


Tnrsz alone (not to mention at preſen 
particular regards to Antiquity) are Motive 
tufficient to the following Remarks: and thi 
principal aim, deſign, and buſineſs of the 
is, to give one Inſtance at leaſt, of Truth and 
Sincerity in a Chriſtian PrieſÞ, by exhibiting td 


actnels 


INTRODUCTION. g 


inels, the Mora and Learned Attainments 
of a Deiſt and Laick. 3 is 


Bur before I enter on this Subject, it is 
oper juſt to acquaint the Reader, that I do 
not intend to conſider the Paſſages of my Au- 
thor, as they lie in his. Book, but chuſe for 
the ſake of convenience and perſpicuity to 
alt them together under ſeparate Heads or 
Titles, however diſtinct and remote their lo- 
cal Situation may be. As firſt, I diſtinguiſh 
his ſeveral Characters of Antiquity with re- 
rard to their Direction and Application, ſome 
being deſign d to reflect on the Autient, others 
on Modern Churches. Again, I diſtribute 
FJ tcl Reflections according to their different 
WJ (45, into different Claſſes or Heads of 
WJ Charge, as 1// of Fraud, 24 Error, 34 Super- 


ſtition and ſo on, preventing by this method 


any irregular confuſion of Things and Ideas, 
and eaſing the Reader by a clear and open 
view of particulars preſented before him. 


With this premiſe, I now go on to my Au- 


thor's Allegations. 
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PART I. 
Characters of, ANTI QU ITY refleBingl | 


on the PRIMITIVE Cruvncnss, ” 
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SE e r. I. 
Of AN TIENT FRAUDS. 
REMARK I. 


S for the holy Fathers, ſ ays he?, they! 
as Daille has a whole Chapter to 7 | 
prove, did not think themſelves in theirl 
* Controverſial Writings (and moſt off 

theirs were ſuch) oblig d ta ſpeak the truth; bu 

that every thing was Tewful which ſerv d to gain 
the Victory. They thought they might by way off 
Occonomy or Diſpenſation ſay one thing and mea 
the contrary. From hence we are to look up- 
on the Fathers as arrant Juglers and Jeſuits. 
They did not think themſelves obligd to ſpeak the 1. 
truth. That is, in plain Engliſh and our Aut» 
thor's Intention, they would lye, deceive, and pr 
impoſe without the leaſt ſcruple of Conſcience. ha 
. That every thing wag lawful which ſervd 1 nat 
= the Victory. Juſt as Salluſt ſays of Catilinelfff in. 


a — as old 5. p. 761. Ed. Gs. f p. 142. Ed. = | b 


REMARKS J 
Subdolus, varius, cujuſlibet rei ſimulator ac diſſe: 
mulator, quia bone artes deſunt, dolis atque 
allacits contenait. That is in other words, 
lick at no ſort of means however wicked and 
faudulent to gain the end. Nay farther, they 
thought Oeconomy and Piſpenſation would juſtify 
mem wholly in ſaying one thing and meaning 
the contrary. True Popiſh Faith towards He- 
reticks, alind clauſum in pectore, aliud prompium 
in Lingud habere, and that by a Papal Indul- 
rence and Diſpenſation, with Merit and San; 
tity in perfection. Then for Authority, Palle 
las a whole Chapter to prove it. Here's a lit; 
tle miſtake in the Quantity of Daill's proot, 
bor he really has not half a Chapter upon the 
i Gntroverſeal Writings of the Fathers, which 
arc thoſe our Author is ſpeaking of. But to 
let this paſs, there is a far greater in the Qua- 
ity and ' Subſtance of it. Whatever our Au- 
thor may think of Dailles performance, this 
| know and aſſure him, that it has not been 
thought, by all Men acquainted with the Fa- 
thers, a ſound and irrefragable Piece. Dr. 
Snith of Cambridge a Man of known Abilitics 
and Learning, who is faid, by a vulgar error b, 
to have given it an Engliſh Tranſlation, ex- 
prels'd very often his utter diſlike of it, and 
had frequently thoughts of writing an accu- 
tate Anſwer to it himſelf. But his learned 
ad intimate Friend Mr. Scriuvner went on 


95 b | b Vid. Serioner, Præf. ad Apolog, 


with 


6 REMARKS. 1 
with the Dr's deſign, and publiſh'd in he 
Year 1672 his large Apologia pro F. Eccleſia P; F 
tribus adverſus Fohannem Dalleum, After him! 
Bp, ran e, Dr. Cave d, Mr. Mootone, and 
Mr. Reeves f of our own Writers paſs d thei 
ſeveral Cenſures on the ſame Book. Add ta 
theſe many Foreigners, reckon'd up by Bu 1 
deus 3, viz. Boileau, Richard Simon, Le Nourry : 
Natalis Alexander, Peter gornius, who wrote a 
Vindiciæ Patrum per omnes Fiaet Chriſtiane articu. 
los, oppoſite Foanni Dallæoh, and laſtly Buddeu 
himſelf i. Nay even Mr. Le Clerc the greateſif 
advocate for this Piece of Dallæus cannot helpl 
allowing ſome defects and miſtakes in it 
So that a confident reference to a Book ag 
unanſwerable, which was wrote an hundredf 
Years ago, without the leaſt notice of the ma 
ny repeated Animadverſions upon it ſince that 
time, argues either extreme weakneſs or difin4 
genuity, either an eaſy deception in the Man 
himiclf, or a tricking deſign to deceive others] 
But this you'll ſay, is nothing to the merity 
of the Cauſe. Daille may be till in the 
right, tho' others have thought him in the 
wrong, and the Charge now brought agai 


e Procem. ad Vind. Can. Eccl. Primit. d Epiſtola Apologet. 
e Præf. ad Clem. Rom. Epiſt. f Pref. to Apolog. g Iſagoge 
p. 606. h Ibid. p. 607. i Ibid. Ut Dallzus, ita & Jo. 
Clericus ipſe, quem illius patrocinium in ſe ſuſcepiſſe dini 
mus, inter cenfores patrum juſto rigidiores ręfertur. k Hzce 
non dico, quod fingutos verſus ejus Libri probem, aut nu 
piam a Dallæo diſſentiam. Epiſtol. Critic. 4. P- 117. | 
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f REMARKS. 7 
Ie Fathers will. ſtand as a proof of their 
J Guilt, unleſs you deny and in validate the E- 
idence. Well, pray, what, are the mighty 
uguments? Why, they thought they might by 
yy of Oeconomy or Diſpenſation ſay one thing 
al mean the contrary, That is, by their own 
Confeſſion, they dia not think themſelves oblig d 
v ſpeak the truth, but that every thing was law- 
fd which ſerv d to gain the Victory. So then, 
s far as I can perceive, the whole of this 
black Impeachment, is only an inference from 
he Greek word ozorpuias Which you tranſlate 
(:oomy or Diſpenſation without explaining or 
ſettling its meaning. Homme imperito nunquam 
wequam injuſtiu ſt. Oixorpia in Greek muſt 
115 forſooth Diſpenſation in Engliſh, and 
that in the worſt and moſt extenſive Senſe, 
implying an arbitrary ſuſpenſion or breach as 
occaſion requires, of the great and inviolable 
mules of Piety, Truth, and Equity. This is a 
un and idle way of annexing Modern Ideas 
o Antient Words, that has bred abundance. 
of confuſion and error in many Underſtand- 
ings, and miſled Daze, and our Author par— 
ticularly in the caſe before us, into ſuch inju- 
tous conceptions and aſperſions of the Primi- 
tive Writers. Otxorpia in Scripture and Ec- 
aiaflical uſe has generally a different Senſe 
from what it had antiently in the Civil and 
Polrtical, and has hardly any one Idea belong- 
ug to it which the Engliſh word Diſpenſation 
0 las 


1 REMARKS. 


(as its commonly underſtood) conveys to tag | 


Mind. Diſpenſation generally - implies wit 2 
us, an Abrogation, Relaxation, and Suſpenſſal 192 
of fanding Laws and Rules of Acting. And 5 
then is it juſtly liable to blame and exception Ml Vi 
when it is not exercis'd either on a Propet | hi 
Subject, or by a proper Authority. But a ſat 
ropela in the Scriptures and Fathers ſignifics ndM nd 
ſuch thing. To make this matter clear bel let 
yond exception, I ſhall here produce a conſi nti 
derable number of Inſtances out of AntiquirMie 
which will clear the Fathers Reputation ad ca 
preſent, and may prevent the like Miſcon lor, 
ſtructions for the future. The Miniſtry of thq 5 
Goſpel is call'd otzeyouia 1 Cor, 9. 17. Olo. ben 
pie memmuuy. In our Engliſh Tranſlation 5 
A Diſpenſation of the Goſpel is committed 1 xa: 
me. In the Vulgate Latin, Diſpenſatio mihi crt 
dite eff. In the old Syriack it is rendred by * 7 
Mn &abat, tranſlated in the Polyglott Prefe * 
cura, but ſignifying very appoſitely Augmen h. © 
tum, Alimentum, Educatio m, coming from ihe 5%. 
ſame Root with the Chaldee man Rebith andM® rd 
man Tarbith of the ſame ſignification. GI, 1? 
ius lays on this place, that the Greek worin 
oi oroleiaæ expreſſes the Hebrew word rp2 7e | 4 
kuddah ſignifying Viſitatio, curalio, profedtas 00 
So again, Epheſ. 3. 2. EI y Me THF cle 4 


Micw Ts deus TS Yes Tis debeo wu eis du \ 


1 Seillingfleet $ Eeeleſ. Caſes. Pale 2. p. p. 146. | Me v 
m Vid. — Caſtell, Vol. 2. p. 3498. ES wm. 
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J you have heard of the Diſpenſation of” the | 
(race of God which is given me to youward. And 


gain, Coloſ. 1. 25. Hs eyvipmy eye Afgxcrs 
\ 3 / eV ww 
N TW olf, TB e. Whereof I am made a 
Miniſter according to the Diſpenſation of God &c. 
| hope the word oixorouz Oeconomy or Diſpen- 
ation, gives no room for ſuſpicions of Fraud 


zd Impoſture in theſe paſſages of Scripture. | 


Let us now try it in the Fathers: The Incar- 
nation of Chriſt is often expreſsd in them by 
the word otxorouit. So ſays Theedorer ®, The 
Incarnation of God the Word we call oizorouias 
(or, the Oecomomy.) So Antiochus Biſhop of 
Prolemais o, Do not confound the ts Natures, and 
then you will be ſound as to the otxorouia. So 
Juſt Martyr v, Euſebius%, and Cyril of A. 


lrandria r. And the learned Yaleſus* has juſtly 


* Tw crerFparnmr Te 945 Abe A ονανt OIKONOM IAN. 
alot. 2. : | : | 

0 My ins Tas Quoat, & od nx eig mg my OTKONOMIAN; 
dp. eund. ibid. 

p Dialog. cum Tryph. Kal Sog sr Tpiy Toy Reit eig Tb 
(IKONOMIAN , xgT& To e m0 Hardt pornwirle is autos 


1\ 


m rd qu A0Giv. p; 369. Ed. Thirl. 


q O & A ano mhwrnG aptowey Thy e Thy Barren © KA- 


225 id Ind, Tov Xergor m3 Frey OKONOMIAE. Eccl. Hiſt. 
lid, 1. Cap. i. | | 

I Ayvonozy — eic, The wire Me OIKONOMIAE rer g- 
Wig T0 fubgIjgior. Cyril. adv. Julian. Lib. 6. p. 213. Th 
N Xpiow) mrprAruoay Tw OIKONOMIAN, Ibid. ,h ms, 
. OIKONOMIAN rTrAtozs, eis rams my oinguririu Tv; - 
Mg tem ey. t 5 | 

* Veteres Græci omgropies © vocirunt quicquid Chriſtus 


In terris geſſit ad procurandam falutem generis humani. Ita- 


We rm Tod Xgigos el’ eſt incarnatio ; ficut poſtrema 
"zz eſt paſho, Errant 1 exiſtimant ongrowier nihil _ 
; ul 
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TNorofela, that is, by way of Occonomy. The 


lar Inſtances of its Uſe and Application. It? 
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obſerv'd of the Antient Grecks in general, a F 
they all cxpreſs'd the whole Life and Actions 
of Chrijt here on Earth, by this one word a-. 
zovopuz. From hence it came to be an uſual 
phraſe among the Anticnts, to ſay, that ſuch a} 
thing was done or ſaid by our Lotd, his A. 

poſtles, and themſelves, etxzorpurds and N . 
5 
true, juſt, and proper meaning of which EX.“ 
pre ſſions will beſt be underſtood by particu. 


is ſaid in St. Mark Cap. 13. v.*32. Of that 


or and that Hour knoweth no Man, no not the ” 
Angels which are in Heaven, neqther the Son, but ;; 


the Father. This the Fathers ſay was ſpoke | ” 
by FJeſus to his Diſciples by way of Oeconomy, 
or as they themſelves explain that expreſſion, 5 
in reference to his Incarnation and — | * 


ſignificare quam incarnationem ; quippe latiùs patet vox dub, ter. 
& totam Chrifti inter homines vitam complectitur. Annot. in tad 
Euſeb. Lib. 1. Cap. 1. Vid. et. Suicer. Theſaur. Tom. 2. el 
P. 458. & ſeg. 1 9 

Ayrdeus d OICONOGMIK OZ, r Th 5 trenne. 205 airy | zar 
ple ge ref, Cyril. Alex. Theſaur. p. 218. Ila; ovx au- & 
95% eis Thy rgb arne isi: Tot rl prrines eien iu; ; moro Yap 4 nec 


aN TH OIKONOMIAZ Tor Tomy, Ibid. ic ma Acyer 01. poſt 


KONOMIAZ ar 6ppyror. p. 219.  OIKONOMEI cp Tor Xpiges, pal non 
eva Az/wv T#? way excirbo, 6 cx &Aubay ary vey. P. 223. FM {pu 

t Ox 4 0 ac 1 Aoy®- ken, 2 Xofic reß naręds * . vire 
cid Ou, GLAND unde 8 * ar g 2 T0 cio, 4 uu ruin! fer 
To G. 210 ye mv yay νννð¶Hiã d, dis Toro % m in 
PLL Krol xai tang Tere. P- 220. Y dus 

Ignoratio ejus, ſeeundum quod omnes theſauri in eo ſeientie 9. 
latent, diſpenſatio potius quam ignoratio ſit. Hilar. De Trin. 


Lib. 9. Cap. 62. Neceſſe eſt, ut id quod ſciens neſcit, & neſ⸗ 


ciens {cit, nihil aliud qui vel * di ;ſpenſatia fit vel ge- 


rend, 


REMARKS. IT 

In the ſame manner they interpret the Scrip* 
ure accounts of his Hunger and Thirſt and 
Weeping and other Paſſions and Infirmities 
incident to Human Nature u, in anſwer to the 
Arian, and Eunomian Objections, Again, * when 
our Saviour askd in the Crowd, who it was 
that had touch'd him, when he enquir'd of 


rendi. Ibid. Cap. 63. Per Diſpenſationem aut agendi, aut pro- 
teftandi aut demonſtrandi fic neſcit ut ſciat; & fic non neſcit, 
ut neſctat. Ibid, Cap. 68. | 43 

Ate er 4 - ages S THY POT. TH; epic t 4 - A sd 3- 
Mefars m 01TWg οοονj,½e. Tore OIKONOMͤEI d m onv cel. 
-A Th; cee ror a yroice; OTKONOMET. Baſil. M. Ep. 141. 

u EG Tio dutgyiur rw OIKONOMIAN yaniysro' —t;eme gi D if 
c Fug y OIKONOMIA, & ep erer vg XE(TDV TRY OHChp> 
4A T5 FT dl xpow patron, Core Tech $ EwT29; 2&0; mr Afyeur 
4 Ti you P — Emre Ta THugTt H TH arlporromrs Ta TH 
(urs awry (leg. atri;) rpgrarre Tel, Cyril. Alex, Theſ. p. 
231, 233, Ta ww unnorieu Tpormype Th F50m1TH. — TE AM - 
merge T@ once yy Ta 94 es uhννE i oy creprobarri, oA BN 
xis t 36, p iv, Iv; = Ane et $4v04 ur- 
1 55 Ty 9 = 999% Tig t Out oy», Tis gr OIKO- 
NOMIAE, Gregor. Nazian. Orat. 35. 

Cum cogitationum geſtorumque non 1gnarus cognitor, in- 
terdum de cagitatis geſtiſque quaſi ignarus interrogat, velut de 
tactu fimbriæ mulierem, vel de dictorum diſſenſione Apoſtolos, 
rel de ſepulchro Lazari flentes, non neſciens intelligendus eſt 

ire, ſed loquens. Neque enim natura fert, ut qui abſens La- 
rj zarum mortuum ſepultumque ſciat, ſepulchri locum neſciat 3 
Aove & qui cogitationes videt, mulieris fidem non cognoverits & qui 
i neceſſitatem non habet de aliquo interrogandi, diſſenſionem A- 
Ol. poſtolorum ignoraverit. Sed ei, qui novit omnia, ca ipſa quæ 
n non neſcit, diſpenſatis eſt aliquando neſcire ſe loqui : dum aut 
ud Abraham ſcientia. diſſimulatur in tempus, aut apud ſtultas 
a virgines & iniquitatis operarios eognitio negatur indignis, aut in 
ini becramento filii Hominis, interrogatio ignorantis ex homine eſt ; 
din his fe omnibus veritati corporez nativitatis accommodans, qui- 
das naturz noſtræ infirmitas detinetur. Hilar. de Trinit. Lib" 
iti 9. J. 66. | | 
rin. 


= 2 1322 1 his 


2 RE NM F 
his Diſciples who Men ſaid that he was, when! 
he ask d where Lazarus who had died was laid, 
it was not from any ignorance, ſay the Pa. . 
thers, for Jeſ us Chriſt the Son of God was omni- 
ſcient, but ox; by way of Oeconomy. Surel 
the) did nor intend to inſinuate, that Feſu i 
was guilty of any Fraud or Iniquity in theſel 
Qicitions. This would be ſhocking and de- 
teſtable to thoſe his faithful and pious Diſci. 
ples, and cannot be poſſibly ſuppos d of them, 
by any one poſſelsd of the leaſt degree of 
Scnce and Modctiy. All indeed they meant 
by this Expreſſion, when applied to their! 
Lord and Redecmer, was only, that for wiſe, 
and good, and weighty Reaſons theſe Que. 
tions were ask'd, and that theſe particular} 
means and opportunities were made uſe of by 
Feſus, to ſome unknown but uſeful and gra- 
cious ends. Where is there now any odious 
Idea or iunuendo in this Occonomy? Certainly 
Feſus might wave a Divine Omniſcience for 
the preſent, and ſpcak as a real Man (whoſe 
Nature he had taken upon him) for ſecret 
ends inſtrumental to the good and inſtruction 


of Mankind. 


Ac Alx, the Fathers interpret many 2. 
ctions and ſayings of St. Paul in the ſame 


manner. So when St. Paul ſpeaks thus to 


the Corinthians :. Theſe things, brethren, | 


* 1 Cor. 4. 6. 


have 


REMARK F. ny 
have in 4 figure transferr'd to my ſelf, and to A- 


pollos for your ſakes. St. Chryſoſtome calls it a 
VK TAC MV and ou, A piece of Conaeſcen- 


ſm and Management v. Unto the Fews I became 


4 Jeu, that I might gain the Fews*. And 


bow was this done, ſays St. Chryſoftome* ? Why, 


h practiſing Circumciſion (in ſome few inſtan- 
ces) in order to take it away (in the end). And 
fir this reaſon he does nor ſay (I became) a 
Jeu, but as a Few, Which was an olcrotla, 4 
yudent piece of management. The ſame expli- 
cation does Oecumenius give of this Text. The 
Apoſtle does not ſay I became a Few, but as 4 
few, t0 ſhew that what was done was oLX0V9 Ju &, 
% way of Oeconomy b. The moſt extraor- 
linary cixο˖r, attributed to St. Paul by the 
Fathers, is that of his behaviour to St. Pezer ©. 
When Peter was come to Antioch, I withſtood 
him to the face, becauſe he was to be blam d, 
in 197ryrwo ues , becauſe he was condemm d 
For before that certain came from Jamcs, he aid 
ut with the Gentiles; but when they were come 

Y ad - MEAL? Uu £T52WV zue Aci, e dg cd M 
T5 Ws m TE furpoο TW EV), ed ory c in Te. IDE; owes" 
in t 716 £60720 TEgm) Pers x} Ths ATAA® Tv Aoyev FEOTWY;4Y, l 
av lt Tour; Ot wrTry Y bp. fred Of ib, Tire Aok= 
T0 , UTE) Ov TROL FAEY EY. I Os TUTth GO% bu ,Ez;, RANK 
tig lde x OIKONOMIA. in loc. 2 1 Cor. 9. 20. 

2 Kal Tos Syivere reuro; ors aREtmply, wo xabihy emmy, At 


mim cox ein, Tovdzeing, N', ws leude los, omep OIKONOMIA 15. 
lem. in loc. 7 


"b Ob &7e 08, Ivo I loo hU l, & 4, leude, ia de EN in 
(IKONOMIA 4» 7% 2d e. AM. Orc os murrax; ot To, &, Tpoorele 
ther, bee dN vr. OIKONOMIKDE rare %. — N furl a 
nn NKONOMHEEN, Occumen, in loc. c Gal. 2. 11. &c. 


ze 


T ſaid unto Peter before them all, If thou, leing 


- 622 OIKONQMI AZ, Ex; Xp car cαννα ναν 66. rie Lig 


be withdrew, and ſeparated himſelf, fearing thi 
which were of the Circumcijion. And the other 
Fews diſſembled likewiſe with him; inſomuch thai 
Barnabas alfo was carried away with their diſſi 


+ 


mulation, But when I ſaw that they walked 


not uprightly according to the truth of the Go peil 


a Few, liveſt after the manner of the Gentile] 
and not as do the eus, why compelleſt thou the 
Gentiles 10 live as ao the Fews? All this St. 
Chryſoſtome dl, Ferom*, and Occumenius* under. 

d Os pwaxn d me Pugs A OIKONOMIAE, —ITx31 ind 
FAKTIEl, x leres @15,47W, bu iu reg Aidutoxarcy @ ata : 


108, oxoA@rrgey of wybnrd tr N] El pov u,, rare 
ler o d AAS; ay Ti; twin var, w Tü OIK ONO IAA 
/ , 


. on alc - 3 4 
r D,. vor A, ae e mri, rodrev d nyend- i Rap 
wens ro; K ladies Ses lyorree Chryſoft. in Gal. Chap. dis 
v. 12. : to 

e Ex eo quod Petrus antequam quidam de Jeroſolymis Antio in 
chiam venirent, edebat cum gentibus, oſtenditur non eum ob pur 
licum ſuifſe præcepti, nullum hominem communem & immun and 
dum dicere; fed quia propter eos qui adhuc Legem obſervan has 
dam putabant, paululum ſe à convictu ſubtraxerat gentium 
ita ut etiam cæteri, qui ex ow erant, ſimilitèr fi dap 
cerent; & Barnabas qui cum Paulo in gentibus Evange to ( 


tium prædicabat, hoc facere cogeretur; qui Antiochiæ credide 

rant ex Gentibus, nec fuerant circumciſi, compellebantur . 
Legis onera tranſcendere; non intelligentes i penſationem Peu; le. 
qui Judzos ſalvari caperet; ſed putantes ita ſe Evangelii haben be- 


rationem. Quum itaque vidiſſet Apoſtolus Paulus periclita## #: 


gratiam Chritti, nova bellator ejus. uſus eſt arte pugnandi: ui ®=% 
Diiſpen ſationem Petri qui Judxos ſalvari cupiebat, nove ip idee 
contradictionis diſpen/atione corrigeret; & reſiſteret ei in HH N. 
ciem; non arguens propoſitum. ſed quaſi in publico conti“ 
cens : ut ex co quod Paulus eum arguens reſiſtebat, hi q 
crediderant ex gentibus ſervarentur. Hieron. Comm. in G. 1 

z 


3b. x. Caf. 2. | 


f 06 waz wid) xaray00r; wy T2 m1 Tizincr dvrighvy mh lire wt Ne 
r por. 
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band as faid and done Oeconomically by St. 
wu, in order to free the Fewiſh Converts 
from a ſtrict and ſcrupulous adherence to the 
Law of Moſes, and to prevent the Gentile 
Converts from a rigorous ſubjection to Le- 
aul obſervances. This interpretation they al- 
ſo defend with weighty and plauſible rea- 
ſons, thinking St. Paul's behaviour on this oc- 
alon to be very artful and politick, nothing 
tepugnant to Virtue and Honeſty, nor incon- 
tent with the Perſon and Character of an 
Apoſtle. | "AN 


ANOTHER oH, mention'd and pra- 
tisd by the antient Fathers, was that! relating 
to Rebaptization. St. Baſel in his famous E- 
pitle to Amphilochius, ſpeaks of its ſignal uſe 
ind application in Church-Affairs. After he 
las weigh'd and conſider'd the validity of Lay- 
baptiſm, and determin'd againſt it according 
to Canonical ſtrictneſs, he then ſubjoyns this 


# lięovonæ Anu our: x Thy eu, xc ce ir Seuad ge evo 7 
i leude £76 To rA deer, i 6 Ileręcg ofg Arrigucy, Ef 
15 eden uu Tay 32 lovin g nei, c ler Pass mn Twin 3% NA 
o Der, ore On Se“, ive pon &65T ouG cc EA y 76 
idee H rag, ONE HIAEY ,. Chetvaigs, Treu c 709, ws el 
uu, M eL VA wers, Kl 2d my Tanner 92 Paveeas C A un 41 
vi deri u Tipe OIKONOMIAE z,, ive 6cavres el iE Ion c ia 
nal 7 Aid νπτπττι PTLANNG EU Ir *op xt eumercy e i de, Th d- 
vr n Goes (Leg. cum Cod. MS. Cantab. ovrio ] 70% dxpe- 
be, un dv rAνον,, Yyrroiy ws 60 xpriwdrg rotmray 4 aeg rignœig 
Toy Nowou erg mu Tim, ANG TPoDaATty T&609/t0re Tod yx2ubproy 
<7 Oecumenius in loc. Vid. etiam Sanderſon. Prælect. 
J. . 3. ; 


tender 
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tender and moderate Direction. However, ſays) fk 
hes, as ſome of the Aſian Biſhops have thought f. 
it proper to admit the Baptiſm of Laicks otuoyuiuMl T 
rel Tov , for the ſake of good Occono. 15 
my or Conduct with regard to many Perſons, et I b 
let it be admitted. And a little lower ſpeak-M vi 
ing of the Baptiſm of the Ercrarite, he con. to 
cludes thus. Upon the whole ® zherefore I think Wl | 
that as there has been nothing as yet clearly d. «i 
lermin d about them, it behoves us to ſet ajide WY in 
their Baptiſm ; and to baptize any one that come; s: 
to the Church, notwithſtanding he may alreac\Y B. 
have receiv'd Baptiſm from them. If indeed this WY it 
way of proceeding ſhould prove any hindrance ti « 
1x N otorowi to the general good Aaminiſira- ¶ it: 
tiow of the Church, then we muſt return io it 
Cuſtom, v4, Tois otxoropione T N was wares WY th 
ay ac , and follow the (practice of) : the It 
Fathers, who have wiſely directed our Churci-A fair, i 
| I have choſe to render oixoropians fwerer and ti MM th 
XE OA onwpig in theſe paſſages of St. Baſil | 
| differently from the Tranſlator, Mr. Thorndilel, 
1 and the learned Mr. Bingham k, becauſe 1th 
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3 i De jure Finiend. Controv. Eccleſ. p. 263. . 
| k Antiq. Chriſt, Ch. Vol. t. p. 597. Ed. Fol. 7 


thought 


mought their interpretation of the words not 
perfectly agreeable to the ſenſe of the Context. 
They all interpret them by Diſpenſatio, where- 


8 the Diſpenſatio was not the oixorwwule it ſelf, 


but the conſequence of it. This will appear 
very viſible by applying the word Diſpenſatio 
to both the paſſages of Baſil. Some of the A- 
ſan Biſhops admitted Lay Baptiſm ot X£0Y0puics WEXH 
Th! MANGY, og the ſake of Diſpenſation in many 
taſes, or with regard to many Perſons, And a- 
rain, he adviſes Amphilochius to allow even the 
Baptiſm of the Encratitæ, if the not allowing 
it ſhould prove detrimental to the Ty x#9J:Aw 
dic to the general Diſpenſation. This 


its plain ſounds harſh and unnatural. For 


it is not probable, that they admitted any 
thing irregular for the ſake of Diſpenſation, but 
its certain that they ſometimes aiſpensd with 
irregular things for higher ends, that is, for 
the general good of the Church. 


T cannot but obſerve in this place, that 
the Stoicks ſpeak of an azcouia among them 
yery nearly reſembling the Eccleſiaſtical, So 
Marcus Antoninus l. What is Praiſe to a Man, 
(I ſay nothing of what it is to a dead one) but 


even to a living one, rY\w A , N ol, T2 


wuleſs on Prudential Views ? and in Book 17 
he ſhews the difficulty of judging right of o- 


: Obe, ye, ors rede mv rb gre. A bös Toy Care v & 


her 


, xAyv ara * ainsxo 0108 ru; Lib. 4. L. 19. 


3 

72 
5 

Re 


— 


ther Men's Actions, becauſe, he ſays, may 4 


LY 
He 


things are done var oixoreuian by way of Occonmy | 
or prudent Conduct x. Fpictetus had mentiond 
the ſame thing before him, reckoning among 4 
other different methods of acting, one in par. 
ticular, r ola, m. To: are Th a. pb 
1 } 4. / 4 
ae 91) 8 Ws re Toy Tc d d . Wg, l 1 3 
xx] OLIKONOMIAN, x dy x7 ovurreuPoeas, 4 
e Kr ogzov. The nature of the Stoical d. 
xov-pn Was this, that however rigid, ſevere, 
and exact the o among them was in The. 
ory, yet he might act in the common affairs 
of Life with ſome Latitude by way of Ac- ; 
commodation. Thus as to Riches and Ho- 
nour, and all the externa bona of Life, tho 
the Stoick could never eſteem them as c 
in abſtract Speculation, yet he might uſe and 
purſue them as ſuch xgT' oizorpiar and ovunr- | 
eb Lactantius ſays of them n. Faciet G 
que non probabit, ut etiam ad majora tranſitum | 
znveniat ; nec relinquet bonos mores, ſed - tempor | 
fe aptabit, ut quibus alii utuntur in gloriam aut | 
' volupratem, utatur agendæ rei causd. | believe | 
indecd, that the Stoick ſometimes indulg'd his 
o1xovopuia tOoO far, but then it was a vitious a-. 
buſe of it, not allow'd by the rules of Stol- | 
ciſm, nor praQtisd by the true conſcientious | 
Profeflors of it. It was only. to extend to 
things indifferent and innocent in themſelves, 


E * _ ” OY Y 


* Lib. 11.4. 18. m Arrian, Lib. 3. Cap. 14. 
n Lib. 3. Inſt. Cap. 15. | 5 
5 | with- | 
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without the leaſt violation of Virtue, in order 
to prevent any popular odium and averſion to 
their Set. Hic mihi modus placet, ſays Seneca o, 
temperetur Vita inter bonos mores & publicos. As 
if he had ſaid, adapt and ſuit your Behaviour 
to the taſte and practice of the World, as far 
s Morality and Virtue will permit, neither 
offending on one fide by too much preciſe- 
neſs and rigour, nor on the other by too in- 
dulgent compliances. 


AAN, the Fathers ſometimes ſay of their 
own and others Writings, that ſeveral. things 
are deliver'd in them oizoropuns and K oixo- 
ruiar, that is, in our Author's Tranſlation, 9 
way of Oeconomy or Diſpenſation. This it ſeems 
is the pretty obnoxious Phraſe, which falling 
from the Pens of the Fathers with too little 
caution and reſerve, diſcovers at once all their 
Plots and Intrigucs, and proves a manifeſt av- 
Tag upon them. Sorex inaicio ſuo periit mi- 


ſer! But alas! Their Plots and Intrigucs are 


nothing but Dream and Imagination, and the 
venerable Sages ſuffer in their Character as 
Cheats, for no other reaſon, but becauſe they 
are not underſtood. Whenever they apply 
biene and xgÞ orwouiay to their own Actions 
or Writings, they do not extend this Oecono- 
my to a wild and unbounded liberty of neg- 
letting Truth, and of doing or ſaying any 

o Epiſt. 5+ = 

Sh C 2 thing 
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thing that might ſerve to gain the Victory This 
would have been a flat contradiction to their 
conſtant Practice and Profe ſſion, would have | 
rendred their Cauſe and Themſelves contemp. | 
tible to all their Adverſarics, and rais'd the | 
Clamours, Inyective, and Cenlure of all 2. 
round them. Now where do. we hear of 
ſach Evaſions, Prevarications, and Subterfuges | 
objected to them by their Enemies and An- 
tagoniſts? Which yet on the other ſuppoſition | 
could not poſſibly be avoided. The truth of | 
the matter is this. They were Men too goed | 
to offer at Quirks and Illuſions of this kind, | 
and too wiſe thus to hazard and diſcredit | 
their Cauſe, by giving their Enemies ſuch ap- 
parent Advantages. The grand «zoe which 
they were not aſham'd to acknowledge, was | 


very conſiſtent both with Truth and Prudence, 


It was really nothing more (in their writings) | 
than a ſtrong and vigorous application to their | 
Adverſaries in Terms and Expreſſions very bold, 


pathetick, and ſtriking, tho perhaps not ſo inno- 
cent and accurate as they themſcives would uſe 
when out of a Diſpute. But (till tho they did not 
confine themſelves in the heat of diſpute to 
Expreſlions exact and unexceptionable, they 
did to Truth and Conſiſtency. They did not 


ſay one thing and mean the contrary, as our 


Author ſuggeſts, but ſpoke agreeably always 
to their known and profeſs'd Sentiments, on- 
ly in ſuch words as ſuited the preſent occe- 


ſion 
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ſon beſt, and by ſuiting it beſt gave room 
cir i for what they neither deſign d or deſit d. miſ- 
ave ¶ conſtruction and miſapplication. So in the 
np- ¶ caſe of Diomyſius the: great Bilhop of Alexan- 


his 
ie 


2 


the h. There were ſome, it ſeems, at Pentapo- 


is a City of the upper Lyb/a, who preach'd 
ind propagated induſtrioufly the Sabellian He- 
rely, denying a diſtin Subſiſtence and Perſo- 


Trinity, To theſe pernicious Opinions and 
Doctrines Dionyſius immediately makes a zea- 
lous and vigorous oppoſition, and writes an 
Epiſtle upon this Occaſion and Subject to Am- 


dit ¶ nis and Euphranor, wherein, purſuing his 
ap- Argument againſt the Sabelliaus, and evincing 


ich W from many paſſages of the New Teſtament the 


vas WW Divine Perſonality of the Son, as Tertullian 


cc. Whad done before him againſt Praxeas, he drop'd 


25) Mime Expreſſions which ſcem'd to favour the 


cir Jian Poſitions, and which therefore were 
1d, ¶ quoted by them againſt the Catholicks with 
10- a great deal of Confidence and Triumph. In 
uſe Nauſwer to which pretences, Athanaſius conſi- 


wot ders and defends Dionpſiuss Doctrine, as purely 


to N Catholick and oppaſitc to Arianiſm. This he 
icy MWlicws from ſeveral Epiſtles of Dionyſius him- 
not elf, which he wrote on purpoſe to clear him- 
Put elf from any ſuch Heretical Imputation. And 
ys Ws to thoſe particular Expreſſions of his, in- 
n- ted on by Arians, Athanaſius contends very 


ca- Willy for their being interpreted as ſpoken 
on *r 


nality of the Son from the Father in the Ho- 


to confute and ſilence his Sabellian Adverſa.l 


in the New Teſtament, particularly one in St. 
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A* cixopiay, that is, as the Controverſy then 
on foot neceſſitated him to ſpeak, in order 


ries, but ſtill within the verge of Honeſty and 
Catholiciſm. As for inſtance, to ſhew that! 
the Son was a Perſon diſtint from the Fa. 
ther, Dzonyſzus urges ſome Characters of both] 


John, that the Father is there call'd the Huſ: 
bandman, and the Son the Vine, from whence 
he argu'd that the Son muſt be aAAtTes ral! 
gaz Ts Laps of a different s from thel 


Father. This was an Expreſſion of Dionyjiu ip 
which gave ſome offence to the Cathoiicks,M th 
and umbrage and boldneſs to the Arians. They 

immediately look d upon the Biſhop as a P 
tron of their &mzegms and ayiuaus, without 4 
conſidering the ſcope and meaning of the 
word ena in the Biſhop's Epiſtle, The BY, 
ſhop's deſign and aim was by this Expreſſion. wr 
either to prove a diltin& Subſiſtence of the Son. 
from the Father, tho' in one and the ſam 45 
Divine Nature, or elſe a different Sub/?avqyiy . 
in the Son, but in reference to his Human «WM... 
xoyopiz Or Incarnation. Either of which I= 
terpretations the Greek word S was ve 
ry capable of, according to Eccleftaſtical uſeſ ri 
Therefore Athanaſius with very good reaſoſ 55. 
diſputes the claim of the Arians to Dionpſuſſſ zi 
which was founded only on a miſinterpreaſ *" 
tion of his words, and refers them for a rig a 


expli 


hen explication of the Biſhop, to the aixcyopia and 
der his other Epiltles P. e 


and AcAlN, inſtead of the word ole νs·˖ they 
hat ud ſometimes the words & ονα and yuu- 


Fa. 1295 to expreſs the ſame thing. So St. Ba. 
oth V ſays of the famous Gregory of Neoceſarea, 


St. that the Sabellians in thoſe Parts put wrong 
Hus. Conſtructions and Interpretations on ſeveral 
ene Paſſages in that great Writer, as not conſider- 
11 ing or underſtanding that thoſe Paſſages of 
the 6regory, were and ought to be Interpreted as 
in ſpoken, ayonmugs, that is, with reference to 


c, the Subject and Diſpute in hand. So St. Fe- 
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vom ſays", Aliud eſſe yupramds ſeritere, alu] 
Syuand;. Not that either Baſel or Ferom al. 
low'd of Falſhood and Selfcontradiction in this 
or any other cale, but the whole and truth 


of their meaning is, that peculiar ways of Ex. i; 
preſſion and Acting are neceſſary to Diſpute jc 
and Controverly, which would not be proper WM 
for a cool and claborate Diſcourſc. y 

| c<h4 

WELL, but St. Jerom is call'd in as Evidence n 
to this ſort of Fraud and Prevarication, not ¶ nc 
only in himſelf but many other Holy Fathers. Nor 
Origen, Methodins, Euſebius, Apollinarius, (ſays gin 
St. Ferom) have writ largely againſt Celſus ani Je 
Porphyry; Do but obſerve, ſays he, the manner de 
F their areuing, and what ſlippery Problems they due, 

us d. They allede'd againſt the Gentiles, not what Ml 115 
they believd, but what they thought neceſſary. jure 
Non quod ſentiunt, ſed quod neceſſe eſt di-WM hin 
cunt. And adds, I forbear mentioning the L. N ſys 
tin Writers, as Tertullian, Cyprian, Minutius, Vi. ert 
orinus, Lactantius, and Hilary; left I ſhould ſeem ng, 
rather to accuſe others than defend my ſelf. So st. 
then, now all is out. St. Ferom with the reſt MW Wh 
of his Chriſtian Brethren is manifeſtly ab- No c 
XXLTaxewmes no further room left for Plea and our 
Apology, but Sentence and Execution muſt I con 


paſs upon them without benefit o Clergy. 2g. 
However we'll hope at leaſt for better things; Poir 


r Apolog. ad Pamm. pro Lib. adv. Jovin, 
ſ Chriſtianity as old &c, p. 142. | 


perhaps 
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xerhaps there may ſomething be ſtill remain- 
ing to ſoften and palliate, ſome ſaving Clauſe 
or Exception may luckily occur to ſhift and 
aleviate the Charge. St. Ferom, you ſay, ac- 
knowledges this of himſelf and other Fathers. 
He does ſo. But does he not here alledge the 
ame thing againſt Chriſt and St. Paul? Yes, 
by our Author's Confeſſion. For he goes on 
tharging, not only St. Paul, but even jeſus Chriſt 
imſelf with the ſame practice. Then pray, let 
me ask our Author one Queſtion. Can he, 
or any Man whatever of common Senſe, ima- 
zine that St. Ferom would here inſinuate of 
Jeſus Chriſt and St. Paul, that they did not think 
themſelves oblig'd to ſpeak the truth, but that 
very thing was lawful, which ſervd 10 gain the 
ictory. If our Author can believe this, I am 
re he muſt never aſſume the Title of Free- 
di-W thinker. If he cannot, then what St. Jerom 
s here of himſelf and the Fathers, muſt 
V ectainly be allow'd to have an innocent megn- 
en ing, uch a one as is perfectly conſiſtent with 
So St. Ferom's opinion of Chriſf and St. Faul. 
reſt What that particular meaning is, Fl! venture 
. o open and explain, and ſhall leave it with 
nd our penetrating Author to be examin'd and 
ul WF confuted at leiſure. St. Ferom had been en- 
Sf 222d in diſpute with one Jowin2;: on ſeveral 
5 WW *oints, one of which related to Matrimony. 

Jouinian aſſerted, that a ſingle or married Life 
made no difference of Merit in Perions equal 
aps | D | in 
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in other reſpe&ts. St. Jerom oppaſles this bol | 
ſition as contrary to the general Doctrine off 
the Chriſtian Church, and the Scriptures. * 0 
ſpends one whole Book out of two on — 
Subject, and after its Publication hearing that 
ſome few Expreſſions and Paſſages in it hade 
given offence, as being too ſevere and reflect. 
ing on the Marriage State, he writes a moſt? 


elegant Defence of it to his learned Friend 


Pammachias, telling him his great ſurprize to 


find Men of Learning and a liberal Education 
ſuch injudicious Interpreters. He wonders that 
they do not conſider and allow for Occaſions} | 
and Circumſtances, which of courſe muſt re- 
quire a ſuitable variety and turn in 3 
A Man in diſpute, as he was, could not poſ-# 
ſibly talk in that clear and exact way which! 
a Preacher or Catechiſt would uſe, but muſt 
of neceſſity take ſome Latitude, muſt put him. 
ſelf in various poſtures of Defence, muſt watch 
opportunities of ſtriking and diſarming his Ad- 
verſary with abundance of art, caution, and 
dexterity. But ſtill, tho' his words and ex- 
preſſions bore occaſional Latitudes and Pecu- 
liarities, yet his Truth and Honeſty and Con- 
ſi ſtency were ſufficiently ſecur d, and no Pre. 
varications were admitted in order 1% gain 4 
Vidlory. He farther juſtifies his way of manag- 
ing the Diſpute by appealing not only to 0. | 
rators, as Demoſthenes and Cicero, but to Plato, | 
J. heoppraſins, Xenophon, and Ariſtotle ; and not | 


only | 


3 
* 
5 
— 5 
+ 
I 


R EM AR K F. 27 
only to tlleſe but to Chtiſtian Writers, ſuch 
5 Origen, Methodius, Euſebins, Apollinaris among 
the Greeks, and to Tertullian, Cyprian, Minu- 
tius, Viclorinus, Lactantius, and Hilary among 
the Latins t, which if our Author will endea- 
your to prove as fraudulent as he would zepre- 
ſent them, I'll promiſe to vindicate as to any 
particulars which thall be alledg'd. In the 
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nd t Debuerat prudens & benignus Lector, etiam ea quæ viden- 
ur dura, æſtimare de cæteris: & non in uno atque eodem li- 
bro, criminari me diverſas ſententias protuliſſe. Quis enim 
On em hebes, & fic in ſcribendo rudis eſt, ut idem laudet & 
nat damnet ? ædificata deſtruat, & deſtructa ædificet? & quum ad- 
verſarium vicerit, ſuo noviſſimè mucrone feriatur ? Si ruſticani 
al. homines, & vel rhetoricæ, vel dialecticæ artis ignari detrahe- 
re- rent mihi, tribuerem veniam imperitiæ: nec accuſationem re- 
JF prefienderem, ubi non voluntatem in culpi cernerem, ſed ig- 
"© forantiam. Nunc verò quum diſerti homines, & liberalibus 
Ol ſtadiis eruditi, magis velint lædere, quam intelligere, breviter 
ch ai me RESPONSUM HABEANT, Corrigere eos debere peccata, 
my non reprehendere. Patet campus, ſtat & contra acies, adverſa- 
Ut ni dogma manifeſtum eſt: & © (ut Virgilianum aliquid inferam) 
m- © illum afpice contra, Qui vocat: Reſpondeant adverſario. Ali- 
ch! ter teneant modum in diſputando, alitèr virgam in docendo; 
eme in fibris ſais, quid vel prætermiſerim vel addiderim, 
d- foceant. Reprehenſorès non audio, ſequor magiſtros. Delicata 
nd dockrina eſt, pugnanti iftus diftare de muro: ET QUUM IPSE 
nnguentis delibutus ſis, cruentum militem accuſare tormidinis. 
* Nec hoc dicens, ſtatim jactantiæ reus ſum, quad cæteris dor- 
1U- MW nientibus ſolus certaverim. Sed hoc dico, cautins eos poſle 
_ L pugnare, qui me viderint vulneratum. Nolo tale certamen ad- 
as, in quo tantùm te protegas: & torpente dextri, finiſtra cly- 
e- feum circumferas. Aut feriendum tibi eſt, aut cadendum. Non 


4 mn te æſtimare victorem, niſi adverſarium videro truci- 
1 atum. "MN ; ; 

8 Legimus, eruditifiime vir, in ſcholis pariter; & Ariſtotelea 

). ill vel de Gorgiz fontibus manantia, ſimul didicimus, plura 


eſſe videlicèt genera dicendi: & inter cætera, aliud eſſe yup- 
a ſeribere; aliud Sypancas. In priori vagam eſſe diſpu- 
* ftionem; & adverſario reſpondentem, nunc hæc, nunc illa 


| "0 D 2 pro 
y | | propo- 


mean time, to prevent ſiniſter ſuſpicions «| 


proponere: Argumentari ut libet, aliud loqui, aliud agere ; pa. FI © 
nem, ut dicitur, oſtendere; lapidem tenere. In ſequenti autem [cel 
aperta frons; & ut ita dicam, ingenuitas neceſſaria eſt. Aliud F inti 
eſt quærere, aliud definire: In altero pugnandum : in alters FM __ 
docendum eſt. Tu me ſtantem in prœlio, & de vits pericli: pure 
tantem ſtudioſus magiſter doceas; Noli ex obliguo, & unde}! 404 
non putaris, vulnus inferre. Directo percute gladio. Turpe tibi . Aut 
eft hoſtem dolis ferire, non viribus. Quaſi non & hæc as 
ſumma pugnantium fit, alibi minari, alibi percutere. Le- en. 
gite, obſecro vos, Demoſthenem : legite Tullium : ac ne forlitan 5h 
Rhetores vobis diſpliceant (quorum artis eſt, veriſimilia magis | 
quim vera dicere) legite Platonem, Theophraſtum, Xenophon- 
tem, Ariſtotelem, & reliquos qui de Socratis fonte manantes, 


diverſis cucurrere rivulis: quid in illis apertum, quid ſimplex ( 
eſt? Quæ verba non ſenſuum ? Qui ſenſus non vidtoriz? Ori- 25 
gincs, Methodius, Eufebius, Apollinaris, multis verſuum milli- Tex 
bus ſcribunt adversùs Celſum & Porphyrium. Conſiderate qui- 
bus argumentis, & quàm lubricis problematibus, diaboli ſpiritu . 
contexta ſubvertant: Et quia interdum coguntur loqui, non f, 
quod ſentiunt; ſed quod neceſſe eſt, dicunt adversus eos qui They 
dicuntur eſſe Gentiles. Taceo de Latinis Scriptoribus, Ter- 
tulliano, Cypria no, Minutio, Victorino, Laftantio, Hilario, ne 
non tim me deſendiſſe, quim alios videar accusifſe. Paulum I tho! 


Por Dn OE res oe Rs 
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Apoſtolum Pro feram, quem quatieſquum ue lego, videor mihi Gen: 
non verba audire, ſed tonitrua. Legite Epiſtolas ejus, & maxi- | 

me ad Romanos, ad Galatas, ad Epheſios, 'in quibus totus in Aut 
certamine poſitus eſt; & videbitis eum in teſtimoniis quæ ſu- 62 may 
mit de veteri Teſtamento, quim artifex, quam prudens, quam * 


diſumulator fic ejus quod agit. Videntur quædam verba ſimpli- Il * 
cia, & quaſi innocentis hominis ac ruſticani; & qui facere nec lort 
declinare noverit inſidias: ſed quoquumque reſpexeris, fulmina 

funt. Hæret in caufta, capit omne quod tetigerit : tergum ver- 

tit, ut ſuperet : fugam ſimulat, ut occidat. Calumniemur ergo nas | 
illum, atque dicamus ei: Teſtimonia quibus contra Judzas ve! Cur, 
cæteras hæreſes uſus es, aliter in ſuis locis, aliter in tuis Epi- | 
ſtolis ſonant. Videmus exempla captiva, ſervierunt tibi ad vi 
ctoriam, quæ ſuis in voluminibus non dimicanf. Nonne nobis 
loquitur cum Salvatore: aliter foris, aliter domi loquimur? Cor 
Turbx parabolas, diſcipuli audiunt veritatem. Proponit Phari- WF .. 
ſeis Dominus quæſtiones, & non ediſſerit. * Aliud eſt docere 1 
diſcipulum, aliud adverſarium vincere. Hieron. Apolog. pro 
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prejudices, let us go on farther with Ferom, 
electing the moſt obnoxious Expreſſions, and 
ſceing whether all that Fraud and Iniquity is 
intimated by them, which our Author out of 
ure good Nature and Charity ſuggeſts. Non 
uud ſentiunt, ſed quod neceſſe eſt dicunt. In our 
Author's Tranſlation, hey alledg'd againſt the 
Gentiles, not what they believd, but what they 
thought neceſſary. You obſerve our Author is 
"IJ cailing here againſt Fraud and Inſincerity, and 
et 4/perſes with both in himſelf, in extract- 
Ig this very paſſage of St. Ferom. For the 
Text of the Father is really this. Interdum co- 
guntur loqui non quod ſentiunt: ſed quod neceſſe 
of, dicunt adversus eos qui dicuntur eſſe Gentiles. 
They are forc'd ſometimes not to ſpeak what 
they think; but they ſay what is neteſſary (in 
thoſe circumſtances) againſt thoſe who are call 4 
Gentiles. The words interaum and coguntur our 
Author induſtriouſly drops, that the Fathers 
may be thought always to ſpeak on theſe oc- 
alions ot what they believe, and without any 
ſort of Force, but by inclination. and choice. 
This is not the firſt time that poor St. Ferom 
has been mangled and miſrepreſented ; the Pi- 
wurſe on Freethinking, ſome years ago, fell un- 
der the ſharp rebuke of Phileleutherus Lipſienſis u 
on this very account. But now behold the 
Conſtruction and Inference. The holy Fathers 
id not think themſelves oblig'd to ſpeak the Truth ; 
u Part, IT, p. 10. Ed. 6. | 


they 


plain this, that they, did not always ſpeak 


ſay one thing and mean another. 2d. That 


be baniſh'd as wicked and abominable; for dill 
Allegory has its name, quia ” ZAxo py agen 


3e AREMARESSA 4 
they thought by Occonomy they might ſay ane 
thing and mean the contrary. The ſtinging Re. 
fliection of this Sentence upon the Fathers, is“ 


the Z h, or their own Sentiments of things. + 
He makes no allowance, you ſee, for the ſe.“ 
veral ways „f not {freaking the Truth and their 
029 Senutiments, and therefore unleſs-the Re. 
flection was deſign'd to be dull, infipid, ang ou 
impertinent, he muſt make no diſtinction be- '0 
tween them in Crime and Exception, and ot 
ground it on theſe yery wife and judicious? co. 
Principles. I/. That on no occaſion you muſt Il 5 


— 
8 


at all times, and in all places, and to all Per-“ 
ſons you muſt ſpeak the Truth. En cor Zeno. 
aoti! en jecur Cratetis! So that according to Va 
principle the firſt; thoſe fine Oratorical Tropes, nat 
Allegories, Irontes, and Hyperbolies. muſt all thc 


A 
—— 
ge 


dN Ss viz, ſays one thing and means another. and 
Irony, * rum per id quod dicimus, contrarium hs 5 

namus, when we ſpeak one thine, and ſignify the 
contrary. And an Hyperbole, quia ) nempe ve- 
ritatis limites excedimus, becauſe we exceed ibe 


bounds of Truth (in it.) For the ſame reaſon, 


thouſands of Proverbs, not excepting the Scrip- * 
: ; 3 Ane 

W Voſſi Inſtitut. Orat. Lib. 4. Cap. 11. 
x Ibid. Cap. 9. ; 7 | ; E 
ep. 12. 5. 9. | BY 
| 4 
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tural, the Fables of Efop, Phæarus, Avienas, 
muſt al! be abhorr'd and decry'd as ſinful and 
fraudulent. Theſe perhaps will be ſaid to be 
wild and Romantick Conſequences, yet wild 
x they are, they are ſuch as my Author's am- 
biguous and indeterminate Phraſes will bear; 
and ſure I may take the liberty of drawing 
out ſuch on one ſide, when he has been pleasd 
to be as wild and Romantick in his on the 
other. Now for principle the ſecond. Ac- 
| cording to this, no Arguments may ever be 
ud by Diſputants ad Hominem, that is, in Mr. 
Lcke's words, to preſs a Man with Conſequences 
daun from his own Principles and Conceſſions. Be- 
cauſe here they do not ſpeak their own in- 
I ward Sentiments, ſed quod neceſſe eff, what the 
nature and circumſtances of Diſpute oblige 
them to. According to this, we may never 
lilemble, diſguiſe our thoughts, nor uſe any 
fctions to Children, Madmen, Impertinents, 
and Enemies, and in ſhort, on no occaſion, 
under no ſort of Circumſtances, and to no 
Pcrſons whatever, may we venture to practiſe 
any Feints, Reſerves, or Ambiguitics in words 
or actions. Which yet is fully prov'd, not 
only to be lawful, but commendable in many 
Cates, by Grotius ®, Pujjendorf®, and Barbeyrac®, 
And what is fill more ſurprizing, our Author 
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2 Jur. Bell. & Pac. Lib. 3. Cap. 1. 
a Lib. 4. Cap- 1. | 
Not. in Puffend. 


him- 
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<< Thieves. 


* nifeſtly tends to their good, and none are 
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himſelf, in another part of his Book e, allows} 
and contends for the ſame thing. Thy 
Speech, ſays he, was given Men to com- 
* municate their thoughts; and 'tis generally, 
* for their common good, that Men ſhould 
« ſpeak as they think, yet this common good, 
< preſcribes certain Reſtritions. Deceiving g ani 
Enemy in a juſt War either by words ori 
« actions, if it tends to bring about the end, 
« of the War, is certainly a Duty; and 
<« the ſame Reaſon obliges People not to keep 
« thoſe Promiſes, tho' ſworn to, which they, 
ce have been fore d to make to Robbers and 
Friendſhip will ſometimes 
& oblige Men to deecive People, when it ma- 


A. 
a. 


te prejudic'd by it; and all practice it with re- 
lation to Children, Sick People, and Men] Ney 
* in paſſion. Muſt he not be an ill Man in- I 
& deed, who would not fave an innocent Per- Atte 
ce ſon, by telling his Purſuer 4 falſhood? This] Carif 
te is a Duty he owes to both the Purſuer and I ral 
ce Purſued. And if Men (as none ſtruple it) mc 
* may bid their Servants ſay they are not at] eſt 
« home, why may they not, when ſilence Mie 
« will be interpreted to their prejudice, de- 3 ber 
1 cCeive impertinent People, in ſuch matters 4 ful 


% where they have no concern? <a 
Joy 


Quo teneam wulins mutantem Protes nod [thi 
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J that it ſeems the whole Geconomy of the 
Inthers, as here repreſented, may at laſt a- 


„ rount to no higher breach of Truth and E- 
FF aity, than what is eaſily juſtified from com- 


non eſtabliſh'd rules of Rhetorick, Logick, 
ad Ethicks; and now the Objector is juſt 
vhere he firſt begun, he has not advanc'd one 
kep in the proof of his Charge againſt the Fa- 
hers and may e'en perplex and rack his in- 


ration for extraneous evidence of their Fraud, 


ace he finds their Cpafeſſions will prove no- 
ang criminal againſt them. ä 


II. 


Axp there 4s nothing ſo ſacred, that could 


lane being chang d either in whole or in part d. 


i ery ſevere, ſarcaſtical, and comprehenſive tru- 


Nothing excepted from change and cor- 
Aption, tho ever ſo ſacred ! Tis well for us 
Acbriſtians that the Charge is deliver'd in ge- 
Irrals, otherwiſe perhaps it might have made 
me ill impreſſion on the Reader, and the 
% have been put to the difficult task of a 


rticular Anſwer. But, pray, let the Reader 


Fbrve in this place, the ſudden tranſition and 
fal variation in ſtyle. He ſays not a word 


particular Fathers concern'd in this and the 


Flowing Forgeries. And yet the connexion 
"JV this and the Sentence preceding requires 


LY © Crit anity as 01d &c. p. 142, Ed. 8. | 
8 E that 


34 X E MARX 


ma} What is alledg d. ſhould at leaſt be under. 
Hood of no other. Perſons by t the Father, © 
„OO that the latent Scheme and Artifice how vl 


endo, Without directly hazargi : 4 
pn N N 7 rdin his ow ve. 
Tacity and credit. . 1 


WELL, but to make good this general 
Charge, ſome Particular inſtances of Fo 


Couuc 14 of Nice, as well as the Canons of ether 
Councils have been falſify d. Surprizing and per. 5 
tinent Diſco ery! Our Author brings no JJ cf 
either new or 4e proprio but Inference and Ap. © 
plication. The thing and ſtory it ſelf has been * 
known for many Years, but he is the firſt that * 
attempts tO. pre a general corruption from 4 ut p 
particular Inſtances, and throws the fault of Cn 
cl, Upon the % Faghers, Allowing fond 1 
few Canons of Councils to be falſify d. IakK 2 
him, by whom were they falſify'd? Not by 4 
the Fathers, Daille himſelf does not offer toll de u 
charge them with this, tho he is the Man that! 1 
turniſhes our Author with all theſe materia. 1s. 
He tells us from Srmond the Jeſuit that the! her, 
44h Canon of the 4th Council of Carthage — 
in 398 was falſify'd. But by whom! By Ca. ima, 
ian a Monk and Canoniſt of the 12h Cen- hy — 
tury in his Book of Decretalse. Again, heb — 
| | 1 tran nd 
e Canon- erat Concilii Carthaginenſis quarti. Clericus ne os. 7 lian 


vam nutriat, nec barbam radat. Hic Canon in Decretalibus fic ; tllave 
| mut!- ll : 
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ſys that the 24 Canon of the 1/ Council of 
grunge was falſify d. By whom? By the ſame 
cratianf, The fame Information does he give 
us of ſeveral other Canons; that Gratian had 
taken the liberty to alter their genuine form, 
and to ſuit them to the Principles and Pra- 


mutilatus recitaturs $7 quis ex clericis comam relaxaverit, anathe - 
na fit. Cur ? Quia nimirum (inquit Sirmondus) Poſlguam contra 
cannem radi a clericis barba capit, canonem qui vetaret, extare 
wn placuit. Dallæus de Uſu Patr. Cap. 4. | 
Canon erat (eodem quoque Sirmondo ex Manuſeriptis Libris 


tore) Arauſicanæ 1. food, negars chriſma ſemel in Bap- 
e 


tiſmo acceptum reprti p neceſſe efſe. Gratianus Canonem fic 
fingit, ac ſi plane contri affirmaret Chriſmatis repetitionem 
ele neceſſariam. IM 

g Canon erat Trullanus xxxvi. Renavantes, que à CL Patri- 
bus in hac A Deo conſervandi & regia urbe, &c, conflituta ſunt, 
DECERNIMUS, #f thronus CPus equalia privilegia cum antique 
Roma throno obtineat, & in E * ut ille, rebus, magniſi at, 
w qui fit ſecundus poft illum. Et hunc quoque Solertiſſimus 
Gratianus ad ſui ſæculi guſtum ita temperavit; Renovantes (in- 
buit) Sancti CP. decreta Concilii, PETIMUs, ut CP Sedes ſi mi- 
la privilegia, gue ſuperior Roma habet, accipiat; NON TAMEN 
in Eccleſiaſticis rebus magnificetur, ut illa; Sed hac ſecunda poſt 
alam exiftens prius guum Alexandrina ſedes numeretur. Liquet 
Gratianum juRE illo ſuo (quod ei tribuit Sirmondus) hic quo- 
que uſum eſſe; jure ſcilicet quidvis pro re Romani mentiendi 
ingendique: quo & alibi uſus eſt non ſemel: ut cum canonem 
Synodi Carthag. IV. ſimpliciter vetantem, ne mulier, quamvis 
ga, aliguos baptiæure prifumat : ipſe ne ſuos pulſaret, qui mu- 
leri, etiam indoctæ, baptizandi jus in neceſſitate concedunt, ad- 
hibita exceptione ita callidè diluit; Mulier, quamwis docta &F 
ſanda, viros in towuthtli ditere, vel aliguos baptizare non pra- 
ſamat, x18 1 neceſſitate cogente. Eandem artem alibi in mollien- 
do Milevitanorum Patrum canone adhibet, dum quod illi olim 
inipliciter & abſolutè deerèverant, excommunicandos quieumque 
trans mare appellaſſent, ipſe cum exceptione ſic recitat; Ad 
tranſmarina autem, qui putaverit appellandum, à nullo intri A. 
ſricam in communionem uſcipiatur, NIs 1 forte Romanam ſedim ap- 
tllaverit. Plura alia ſunt exempla. | 0 ; | 
5 | E 2 _ ice 
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Rice of the Church of Rome in his own time. 


But not one ſingle Inſtance of ſuch falſification); 


6 Its 


WY 


docs he ever produce in the Holy Fathers. ti 
As to the Canons of the Council of Nice in! ſc 
particular, I aſlure him not only that they ſuffer dF at 
no falſification from the Holy Fathers, but that by n 
many of them they were very induſtriouſſy pre- 4 
ſervd and vindicated from it. A whole Council C 
of Biſhops at Carthage A. D. 419 b. made a ſtrict lil 
ſearch and inquiry for authentick Copies of MI le 
. thoſe very Canons, and receivd them from cc 
Conſtantinople and Alexandria with Epiſtles from A 
Atticus and Cyril preſiding at that time in thoſe FF C. 
great Sees i. Beſides theſe Rafinus k, Theodoret, I th 
Gelaſins Cyzicenus®, and the Verſions of Pio. ry 
nyſius, and Iſidore mention and repreſent no other I ha 
Canons of Mee than thoſe which are truly JF ½ 
genuine. 5 = 
THEN he goes on. And thoſe forg d Canon Y th 
_ of Nice the Popes for many Ages impos 4 on the | BB 
Chriſtian World as genuine. It's plain from hence WF hi! 
that our wiſe Author knows little or nothing I er: 
about the forgd Canons. The forg'd Canons WW ( 
of Nice properly ſo call'd were not ſo much pc 
| I 


| | kh Council. Harduin. Tom. 1. p. 1244. 


i Ibid. p. 944. 945- Fabric. Biblioth. Græc. Tom. 11. Li r 


6. cap. 4. p. 366. | Par 
k Hiſt. Eccl. Lib. 11. cap. 7. | 4-F 
1 Hiſt. Ecel. Lib. 1. cap. 8. c 


m Act, Conc, Nicen. Lib. 2. cap. 31. | S | Ca 


as 


a5 


Core Hiſt, Litter, Vol, 2. p. 155. Buddei Iſagog. p. 803. 


X E MAR K K. | «4 
as heard of in Europe before the Year 1560, 
and ſome Years after that in Pope Pius the 4h's 
time Baptiſta a Jeſuit brought them to Rome 
from Alexandria, and from his Arabic Manu- 
ſcript Piſanus publiſh'd them in Latin firſt; 
after him with additional ones Franciſcus Tur- 
rianus, and in the Year 1645 Abraham Ecchel- 
knſis publiſh'd them and many other ſpurious 
Conſtitutions of Nice in a Latin Tranſlation 
likewiſe. Laſtly, in the Year 1672. our cxcel- 
len: and learned Bp. Beveriage gave us an ac- 
count and Tranſlation of Foſephus Agyptiusis 
Arabick Verſion and Paraphraſe of the ſame 
Canons, with very curious Annotations upon 
them. This is the true and authentick Hiſto- 
ry" of the forgd Canons, which are ſaid to 
have been impos d for many Ages by the Popes on 
the Chriſtian World. —ů 


Bor to be fair and ingenuous with my Au- 
thor, there is, I allow, an old Story of the 
Nicene Canons, which it is not impoſſible for 
him to allude to, tho' with much confufion and 
etror; which is this. In the Year 418, Zo» 
ſmus Biſhop of Rome on occaſion of a late Ap- 
peal of one Apiarius an African Presbyter to 
him, ſent Fauſtinus a Biſhop, and Philippus and 

n Job. Ludolph. Hiſt. Ethiop. Lib. 3. cap. 4. NC. 29. Bever. ad 
Pandect. Can. p. 211. Fabric. Bibl. Græc. Tom. 11. Lib. 6. cap. 


4. p. 364. | 
0 God Can. Eccl. Afric. ap. Harduin. Conc. Tom. 1. p. 941. 
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fellas 1 two Presbyters as his Legates with all c; 
Commonitorium or Mandate to the Aﬀican Cour Ne 
cil aſſembled at that time in Carthage. Among 
other particulars of this Commomitorium, thete bo 
was one in the higheſt degree offenſive to the 


African Biſhops, concerning Appeals from all mi 
other Provinces to the Biſhop of Rowe. 20%. on 
nus alledg'd for this extraordinary Prerogative u 
of the Roman Sce the Canons of Nice, which w 
afterwards prov'd to be not the Canons of Nicel mi 
but of Sardics. This is the Story, which it is cri 
not impoſſible, I ſay, for our Author to al- in 
lude to, when he charges the Canons of NiceMl the 


with falſification, and the Popes of Rome with! 
impoſing them on the Chriſtian World for C0 
many Ages. I am the more inclin'd to think cel! 
this was his meaning, becauſe Dailleb has ta. 2 
ken particular notice of it to the ſame purpole,} . 
tho with much more exactneſs and N Ron 


Bur to cut off any pretence or retreat off 1nd 
this kind, I will lay open this affair — diſt 


any gloſs or diſguiſe. It is then an indiſpu- Thi 


table fact indeed, that Zoſimus did alledge to xi; 
the African Biſhops the Canons of Sardica un- N of 
der the Name and Title of Niceze. But 1. upc 


I cannot underſtand, by what propricty off 


Speech Zoſi mus can be ſaid on this account to q 


 falſifh the famous Canons of Nice. To falſify is © * 


certainly to alter, corrupt, and disfigure the % 


p Uſu Patr, Cap. 3. | . | b. 
z: TR 5 Canon g 
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Canons, with reſpect to Subftance and Form. 
Now nothing like this is committed by Zei- 
wy; either in Nicene Or Sardican Canons. They 
both continued juſt as they were from the be- 
zinning, without being either enlarg d or di- 
miniſh d. Therefore the moſt that Zoſimus 
ought to be charg'd with is a Miſquotation 
vith regard to title, common to numberleſs 
Writers Antient and Modern, by accidental 
miſtaxe. 24. There is no fort of proof or 
evidence from Hiſtory, that Zoſimus cited them 
in this manner with deſign to impoſe upon o- 
tbers. The contrary ſeems very clear, that 
Zoſimus himſg]f was led into an error by the 
Collection of Canons then publiſh'd and re- 
ceiv'd at Rome. In the Year 1675. Paſchaſius 
Lueſuel produc'd in a large Appendix to the 
Works of Leo the Great, an old Collection of 
kmay Canons ſuperior in Antiquity to that 
of Dionyſius Exiguus, which contains the Nicene 
and Sardican Canons joyn'd together without 
diſtinction , making the whole number 46. 
The Title at the head in the MSS. is, Canones 
Meæni Concilii ſub titulis 46. This Collection 
of Canons Queſuel in a learned Diſſertation 
upon it 4 ſhews was that which Pope Innocent 


q Aſſerimus non alios canones a Romani Eccleſia Innocen- 
fi ætate ſuſceptos, ſuoque habuiſſe inſertös Codici, quàm qui 
ve] Nicæani reverà erant, vel pro Nicænis habebantur, eiſque ac- 
unſebantur à Romanis, eo modo quo in noſtro codice repræ- 
ſentantur. Queſnel. Diſſertat. 12. Cap. 2. | 

Faci igitux in eam ſententiam. inclino, Romanum Codicem 
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and Zoſimus made uſe of; and from hence he 


accounts for the falſe quotations of the Nene 
and Sardican Canons by thoſe two Biſhops of 
Rome. Que ſnels Hypotheſis and Arguments 
have had ſo much weight in the learned World, 
that Fabricius* does not ſcruple to acquieſce 4 


3 Nicene Sardicenſiſyue Synodorum temporibus ad uſque Inno- 
centii Zaſimique ztatem, nullos alios Canones regulaſque Ec 
cleſiaſticas complexum eſſe præter Niczni Sardicenſiſque Con: 
cilii Canones; neque Saraicenſes in illo locum habuiſſe, ni 
quia pro Nzicenis habiti ſunt, eorumque nomine veſtiti, ac ei- 


fene ullà diſtinctione ſuljun#i, Id. Ibid. 


Ex pluribus priſcorum Romæ Epiſcoponim Epiſtolis, atque 
ex Canonibus in Africam à Zoſimo Papa miſſis ſub Nicænorum 
Canonum nomine, quamvis Sardicenſes eos fuiſſe jam in con- 
feſſo ſit; certum penè hactenus fuit apud eruditos, Romanam 
Eccleſiam atriuſque concilii canones habuiſſe ſibi invicem vel in- 
mixtos vel ſubjectos fine ulla diſtinctionis inter utroſque nota; cum: 
que novatores Zbiimo affectati mendacii ac meditate ?mpoſiurs © 
crimen procacibus verbis impingere præſumpſerunt, nihil me- 
lius noſtri habuere, quam ut modeſti faterentur pro Nicænis 
Canonibus Sardicenſes ab illo habitos, & aſſererent id ex % 
profechum, ut ſcribit Marca, quod ea tempeſtate Canones Nicani 
e Sardicenſes in eodem walumine deſcripti efſent nullo diſcrimins 
adhibito, ſub titulo Cananum Nicanorum. Probabilis quidem con- 
jectura, fi vetuſti codicis auctoritate niteretur, qui nondum - 
merſit e tenebyis. = Sed nunc tandem codex integer prodit in 
lucem, ejuſque ope probabilis Catholicorum Scriptorum con- 


jecturà in certum jam evadit Argumentum. Id. Cap. 4. 


r Supereſt, ut notitiam collectionum Latinarum, quam pro- 
miſi, ſubjungam, atque ita capiti huic de Canonibus Eccleſia- 


ſticis finem imponam. 


. 


Pro antiquiſtma omnium habendus Codex Canonum Eccle- | 
fie Romanx, quem ex Codice duplici, Oxonienſi per Edvar- 


dum Bernhardum tranſmiſſo, ac Thuaneo primus vulgavit cele- 
berrimus Vir Paſchaſius Queſncllus cum Leonis Magni operibus 


Pariſ. 1675. 4. & Lned. 1700. fol. Hic nempe ipſi videtur | 


codex, cujus ut antiquioris Dionyſius Exiguus meminit, & cujus 
confuſione teſtatur ſe impulſum, ut novam ipſe Canonum edi— 


tionem adornaret, In hoc Canon Viceſimus Nicænus prætet- 
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he 3 1 them, and Buddeus is very inclinable to do 
ne Ine ſameſ. So that we muſt not charge at 


of andom either Ianocent or Zoſimus with fraud, 


ts but the antient Collector of Roman Canons 
d, FE vhocver he was, with confuſion and negli- 
ce ence. The ſame Anſwer will ſerve to take 
or all Daillès objections againſt Leo the Great. 
Ake too like Zoſimus his Predeceſſor, had quo- 
n. rd in an Epiſtle* to the Emperor Theodoſius, a 
ii vraiean Canon for a Nicene, deceiv'd it is cer- 


eis 8 | : | 
ain, in the ſame manner by his Roman Col- 


ve BY :tion of Canons. And it is more than pro- 


nt hat the learned Que ſuel has producd and 
. Irgued on this Subject, he would not have 
„nns, & Canones Sardicenſes cum Nicænis ita permixti extant, ut 
i: bonnes Nicenos numeret 46, vel 47. ut in Codice Atrebatenſi, 
eh ut in MS. Oxonienſi, 48. Hinc Sardicenſes pro Nicænis lau- 
a Inorentius 1. (A. 416. defunctus) qui ſolos etiam Nicænos 
nones 3 Romani Eccleſià receptos alibi teſtatur; pro Sardicenſi 
„ iim Nicænum Canonem adduxit Ferrandus Diaconus ; qua 
.be, & quomodo Codex ille novis ſubinde incrementis ſub Ju- 
in tio, Zofimo, Caleſtino, & Leone Magno fuerit auctus, & ex- 
n. I cercrit in illam Capp. 98. magnitudinem, conſulere juvabit 
datum Qeſnellum. Biblioth. Græc. Tom. 11. Lib. 6. cap. 1. 
-- am ante Dionyſii exigui verfionem canonum Eccleſiæ Ori- 
3 4 malis, novamque collectionem, quæ ſæculo ſexto prodiit, & de 
a deinceps dicemus, codicem quendam canonum in Eccleſia . 
„ bonand receptum fuiſſe, poſitum hodiè apud Viros eruditiſſi— 
bs eſt extra controverſiam, Imo Codicem huncce antiquum Ec- 
„ee Roman ex tenebris tandem erutum in lucem protraxit, 
18 tm Leonts Magni operibus edidit Paſchaſius Dueſnellas, cujus 
ir bpeculiaris de Codice canonum Eccleſia Romanæ omnium, qui hu- 
5 e prodierunt antiquiſimo, nunc primum in lucem edito, ex- 
4 @ Diſiertatio c.. Buddei Iſagoge p. 757, 758. 
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n. able, that if Daille himſelf had liv'd to ſee, 


" Epif, 40. Ed. Qucſnel. & ap. Hardin, Conc. Tom. z. p. 23, 26. 
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42 RE MAR XK S. ; 
wrote ſome things which now appear in hi i 
Book, nor have fill'd his head with ſo man 1 


pwn: and jealouſies. , 
t 
As to the impoſing theſe or any other fors'd fr 
Canons of Nice on the Chriſtian World find th 
many Ages, tis nothing but Dream and Chi- C 
mzra. This 1 have provd before of one ſort of 
of Canons, and the tame is apparent with re be 
gard to the caſe before us. The Sardican Ca 
nons were not made till the Year 357, and in i ft 
the Year 419, whatever cheat or impoſture had th 
paſs'd about them, was all diſcover'd and ſei © 
aſide. Where now ſhall we reckon the am (0 
Ages of this reigning lmpoſture in the Chriſtian ot 
World, between the Years 347 and 419? Be. ff 
ſides it is plain, that the Sardican Canons werglYY th 
never impos'd at all for Nicene on the Greek of be 
African Churches. The African Council telly th 
Boniface Succeſſor of Zoſimus in 419. Lua a 
vis plurimos codices legeremus, 'nuſquam in Nice. 0 
0 Concilio in Latinis Codicibus legimus, quemad: ; 
modum in ſupradieto Cummonitorio mae aire 
ſunt. Tho we have read, ſay they, many (v. 
Pres, get do we no where find in the Latin G L. 
raining in Africa) Copies of the Nicene Council % 
and its Canons, what is quoted and urg d fron pr 
thence in the Communitorium mention d abou w 


From whence it is clear, that the African big 


t Epiſt. Conc. Afric. ad Bonifacium ww Harduin. Cone. Ton | 
ſhox ; 


1. P. 943- 


Ne 
tops had always preſerv'd the Sardican Canons 
litin&t from thoſe of Nice, and had never been 
perſuaded by the Biſhops of Rome to confound 
the one with the other. So in the Eaſt we 
find, that Atticus * Biſhop of Conſtantinople ſent to 
the African Council a genuine Copy of the 
Canons of Nice, without intermixture of thoſe 
of Saraica, and his Letter ſhews, that he had 
heard nothing of Papal Impoſitions in this re- 
ſpect. Neither was there any inſtance or foot- 
ſtep of it in the Miſtern Churches any farther 
than Rome. And Que ſuel has ſpent a whole 
Chapter" in the Diſſertation mention'd above, 
to ſhew, that the Church of Rome had a Code 
or Book of Canons peculiar to it ſelf, diſtinct 


from that of any other, which I do not find 
that the antient Popes attempted ever to im- 


poſe upon other Churches. So that I leave 
the Reader to judge who is guilty of the great- 
eſt Impoſition, the antient Popes of Rome, or 
our modern Deiſt. N 


III. 


A 34d Inſtance of Fraud Eccleſiaſtical, and 
Lay-Learning is this. The antient Liturgies, tho 
things of daily uſe, underwent divers alterations w. 
Profound and ingenious Sentence ! The turn of 
which is ſo rational and juſt, that the very 


* See above p. 36. 
u Diſſertat. 12. Cap. t; | 
V Chriſtianity as old Ec. p. 142. 


„ thing 
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thing which is deſign'd to enforce and aggta- E 
vate its charge, muſt ſerve to extenuate and f al 


ſpoil it. Alteration in Liturgies is a Crime I ul 
(it ſeems) with our Author, the more heinousM in 


and unpardonable, becauſe they are things of for 
daily uſe; whereas on the contrary, for this Gr 
very reaſon there is not any Crime or Forge WI 
ry at all in it. It appears indeed ſufficiently F 
from Goarx, Mabillony ,Le Nourry*, Renaudot,, and I al 
others, that the antient Offices of Churches wi 
have not continued pure and free from addi tha 
tions and variations. But this does not prove Lit 
any Fraud or Forgery in the caſe. Liturgies es, 
were fram d at firſt by the Spiritual Governors ges 
of the Church, for the uſe and ſervice of par- Su- 
ticular Churches, and this was a power which ger 
every Biſhop of the Church was inveſted with, A anc 
that is, no one Biſhop or ſet of Biſhops as ſuch ref] 
had any more Right or Authority to uſe it Fot 
than another. Therefore, if any Publick Of. de 
fice had been introduc'd by any Biſhop or Bi- 0f 
ſhops at one time, this was not a neceſſary I ſhi 
Form and Preſcription to the Biſhops of all to 
ſucceeding Ages, but they by Epiſcopal Au- I tho 
thority were ſtill left at liberty to vary and i es. 
improve at diſcretion, as occaſions and exi- ma 
gencies ſhould require. Thus we arc told that the 
| | au 
x 8 Græc. p. 58. & ſeq. N Vet 

y Liturg. Gallican. Lib. 1. Cap. "IM 
z Apparat. ad Biblioth. Max. Difſertat 2. Ed. 1694. Co! 
a Diſſertat. de Liturg. Orient. Orig. & Auctor. Cap. 4. * BY; 


b Mabillon. Liturg, Gallic, Lib, 1, Cap. 2. 


Cela. 


la. 
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b cala 4s Biſhop of Rome in the fifth Century 
4 :1icrd the Roman Liturgy which had been in 


uſe before his time, and that Gregory after him 
in the 6:h Century made alterations in the 
form of Gelaſius. Yet did neither Gelaſius nor 
Gregory incur any charge of Forgery, becauſe 
what they did, they did in the publick view, 
and for the uſe of the Publick, and by a juſt 
aud equal Authority. The caſe is the ſame 
with reſpect to the Greek Church. Suppoſe 
that Baſel or Chi ſoſtom drew up and publiſh'd 
Liturgical Forms for the uſe of the Greek Church- 
es, and that theſe Liturgical Forms in after A- 
ges receiv'd alterations from the Biſhops their 
Succeſſors, Where was the Fraud and For- 
gery in all this? Both Baſt, and Chryſoſtom, 
and all their Succeſlors, acted equally in this 
reſpet as Governors of the Church; and the 
Forms and Rituals of this kind are not to 
be conſider'd as private writings, but as Publick 
Offices, to ſerve as general Rules to the wor- 
ſhip of whole Churches, and therefore obligd 
to ſubmit to the Changes and Regulations of 
thoſe, who preſide as Directors in thoſe Church- 
es. To bring the caſe ſtill nearer home. How 
many ſeveral Reviews and Corrections has 
the Engliſh Liturgy undergone, from King 
Edward the VI. to the preſent time. And 
yet no Injury has been done to the firſt 
Compilers, nor can any juſt Cenſures and 
lellections be caſt, upon their aan on 


this 
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this account. If indeed i it ſhould happen, that 17 
After-Alterations are of ſuch a nature as di- le 
tectly to corrupt the true Doctrine and Wor-. ;, 
ſhip, or maniſeſtly tend to it, then are they fn 
certainly culpable and without Authority; and x 
the blame and ill conſequences of them muſt 0 


inevitably fall on the Governors who made 
them. But till, even theſe alterations are not 
properly to be charg'd with Forgery and Fraud, 
— with Error or Superſtition. Theſe are 
crimes very different, and eaſily ſeparable from » 
one another. The former may proceed from }, 
Pant of Knowledge or Judgment, but the lat. fr 
ter from a bad and corrupt Diſpoſition. 1 the 
conclude this head in the words of the learn - þ, 
ed Mr. Bingham and Renaudot, The firſt ſayse it; 
The very Liberty which every Biſhop had to frame'M p;, 
the Liturgy of his own Church, was one Reaſon thc 
why none of theſe are now remaining perfect and W. 
entire, as they were at firſt compos d for the 7 of 
of ſuch a particular — For the deſgn o tye 
them being only for the uſe of ſuch a particular Cee 
Church, there was no great reaſon to be very for (ir, 
licitous either to communicate and diffuſe ib 
kno wledge of them to other Churches, or to preſerva 


them entire to poſterity, who were not preciſely] 5 U 
tied wp to the uſe of them, but might frame others a ipp 
their own diſcretion. The latter makes this ve: poſ 
ry juſt and wiſe obſervation. * * 

4 


& Antiq. Chꝛiſt. Bock 13. Cap. 5. Sect. 3. | ö e 
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num officiis Sacramentalibus adaita eſſe ſequentibus 
ſeculis ea, que omnium communi conſenſu inter ſa. 
is recitabantur, interpolatio non eff, ſed ad u- 
yum cujuſque temporis accommodatio, publica 
d Autoritate, non privato cujuſcunque conſilio, 
it ant per fraudem facta d. | 


re Nay even the Creeds themſelves, tho thought 
m n be the ſacred Depoſitum of the Faith, have 
mY had the ſame fate s. Here again we ſee the 
at- ame juſtneſs and propriety of thought, as in 
the article above. The Creeds, as he ſays, 
lire had the [ame fate with the Liturgies in 
alterations, and this is interpreted audacious 
breſumption and Forgery, becauſe they were 
on thought the ſacred Depoſitum of the Faith. 
Phat is the meaning of the ſacred Depoſitum 
of the Faith, is not eaſy to determine. HowW- 
ever I gueſs, that this phraſe is to ſignify, that 
Creeds were thought to contain all the neceſ- 
ary articles of Faith, and then the Iniquity 
of altering the Creeds is to lie in altering and 
varying the neceſſary Articles of Faith. This 
the only Sence of the words which I can 
pprehend to be pertinent to our Author's pur- 
pole, and therefore muſt take it for granted 


4 Diſſertat. de Liturg. Orient. Orig. & Autorit, Cap. 5. 
e Chriſtianity as old &c. ibid. 1 | 


in 
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in the preſent Remark. And as to the _y 
of what our Author advances under this Con- ; 
ftcuction, it is all imaginary, groundleſs, and 5 
unwarrantable. The notion has been lately 
confuted by an excellent Writer of our ownf, | 
and therefore I chuſe to feturn my anſwer 
at preſent to it in his words and Arguments, 
as being perfectly clear, rational, and agtee. 
able to Eccleſiaſtical Antiquity. cc Creeds were 
© never intended to contain, as it were, 3 
ec certain quantity of Faith, as neceſſary to 
e bring Men to Heaven, and no more than 
. neceſſary. Were this the caſe, all Creeds 
rc ought preciſely to have conſiſted of an equal 
* number of Articles, and the ſame indivi- 
ec dual Articles: whereas there are no two “! 
* Creeds any where to be found which an- t 
« ſwer to ſuch exactneſs. A plain Argument MW 2 
te that the Church in forming of Creeds early n 
© and late went upon no ſuch view, but up- c 
*© On quite another principle. The deſign of 
* all was, to keep up as ſtrictly as poſſible I“ b) 
« the whole Compages or Fabrick of thc "ar 
« Chriſtian Faith as it ſtands in Scripture. And fi 


ce jf any part came to be attack'd, they were 
ee then to bend all their cares to ſuccour and # 
(c m 
e relieve that part, in order ſtill to ſecure the. : 
thi 


ce whole. Some few of the main Hamina, ol 
90 chief lines were taken care of from the fit, FO 


+ Dr. J/oterland”s Critical Hiſtory of the Athanaſian Creed p ott 
on &c. Edi. 24. 0 


cc and 
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f F and made up the firſt Creeds: particularly 
the Doctrine of the Trinity briefly hinted, 


n- 

d and ſcarce any thing more, becauſe the form 
ly of Baptiſm led to it. As to other Articles, 
f or larger Explications of This, They came 
er in occaſionally, according as This or That 


ts, part of the Chriſtian Faith ſeem'd moſt to 
ce. be endanger'd, and to require preſent Relief. 
re © And as This varied in ſeveral Countries, or 

2 © Churches, (ſome being more diſturbed than 
to © others, and ſome with one kind of Hereſy, 
an MW © others with another) ſo the Creeds likewiſe 


eds “varied; ſome inſiſting particularly upon This 
ual Article, others upon That, as need required, 
vi-“ and all till endeavouring to keep up and 
wo “ maintain one whole and intire Syſtem of 
an- the Chriſtian Faith, according to the true 
ent “ and full meaning of ſacred Writ. There is 
y nothing more in it than the very nature and 
up- * circumſtance of the Thing neceſſarily leads 
of“ to. I may illuſtrate the caſe a little farther 
ble M* by an caſy parallel between matters of Faith, 
the“ and matters of Practice. The ſum of Chri- 
And“ ſtian Practice is contain'd in Two brief 
rere ' Rules, To love God, and to love one's Neigh- 
and Ml * bor which comprehend all. No one needs 
the ¶ more than This; nor indeed can there be any 
„ot thing more. But then a perverſe Man may 
firſt poſſibly underſtand by God, not the true God, 
'the God of Fews and Chriſtians, but ſome 
ed other of his own deviſing, or ſuch as has 


G « bcen 
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been received by Pagans, or Hereticks ! And 

He may underſtand by Neighbour one of his 
own Country only, or Tribe, or Sect, or Fa. 
mily. Well then, to obviate any ſuch me. 
thod of undermining Chriſtian Practice, ir 
will be neceſſary to be a little more parn. 4 
cular than barely to lay down in brief, To * 
love Cod, and one's Neighbour We muſt add, 3 « 
The true Goa, the God of Fews and Chriſtians, © 
That very God and none elſe : And as to 6 
Neighbour, we muſt inſiſt upon it, that it © 
means, not This or That Sec?, Tribe, Party, * 
&c. but all Mankind. And now our Rule 
of Practice begins to extend and inlarge it. 
ſelf beyond its primitive Simplicity; but not 
without reaſon. To proceed a little far- 
ther; Miſtakes, and perverſe Sentiments may 
ariſe in the interpreting the word Love, ſo 
as thereby to evacuate and fruſtrate the * 


Primary, and Fundamental Rule: To cor © 
rect and remove which, it may be neceſſa- ] 
ry ſtill farther to iularge the Rule of Practice: 


and to branch it out into many other par- 
ticulars; which to mention would be need- 
lefs. Now if ſuch a method as This will * 
of courſe be neceſlary to preſerve the Eſen * 
tials of Practice; let it not be thought ſtrange 
if the like has been made uſe of to preſerrd 4 
the Eſſentials of Faith. There is the ſama * 
Reaſon, and the like occaſion for Both il | 


* And if due care * taken in Both, to make 
- oh al 


r 
« all the Branches hang naturally upon the 
« Primary and Fundamental Rules, and to a- 
« dopt no foreign ones, as belonging thereunto 
« when they really do not ; then there is no- 
« thing in this whole Affair but a juſt and 
« prudent Care about what moſt of all de- 
« ſerves it, and ſuch as will be indiſpenſably 
required in every faithful Miniſter or Stew- 
« ard of the Myſteries of God. To return to 
« our point in Hand: As more'and more of 
« the ſacred Truths, in proceſs of Time, came 
to be oppoſed, or brought in Queſtion; ſo 
« Creeds have been inlarged in proportion; 
« and an explicite Profeſſion of more and 
„more Articles required of every Candidate 
* for Baptiſm. And becauſe This was not 
« ſecurity ſufficient, ſince many might forget, 
“ or not know, or not attend to what They 
had profeſs'd in their Baptiſm (by Them- 
« ſelves or by their Sureties) it was found high- 
* ly expedient, and neceſlary to inſert one or 
more Creeds in the ſtanding, and daily Of- 
* fices of the Church, to remind People of 
* That Faith which They had ſolemnly in- 

* gaged to maintain, and to guard the unwary 
* againſt the wily Attempts of Hereticks to 
« pervert Them. This is the plain and true 
Account of Creeds, and of their We in the 
by " Churches. 
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* Sermon VIII. 


AND in another place *, conſidering Creeds 


of 
in a view ſomething different, the learned Au- 
thor ſpeaks thus. It is a Miſtake to ima- il © 
« gine that Creeds were, at firſt, intended to ll * 
ce reach, in full and explicize Terms, all that 1 
ce ſhould be neceſſary to be belicy'd by Chri- 
<« ſtians. They were deſi gn'd rather for Hints ws 
« and Minutes of the main Credenda, to be © 
ce recited by Catechumens before Baptiſm : And Fc: 
ce they were purpolely contrived ſhort, may =_ * : 
« They might be the more eaſily retain'd in M* 1 
* Memory, and take up the leſs Time in re- t 
&« citing. Creeds, very probably, at firſt were WW * ! 
c ſo far from being Paraphraſes or — ; "4g 
« of the Form of Baptiſm, (or of Scripture | 4 
Texts) that they went no farther, or very © | 
„e little farther, than the Form ir. ſelf; and 
wanted as much Explaining and Paraphraſing. * C 
« in order to be rightly and diſtinctly under- “ v 
c ſtood, as any other Words, or Forms, could FF" © 
« do. Hence it was that the Catechumens were 
to be inſtructed in the Creed, previouſly to 
% Paptiſm, for many Days together. Ferom 
lays, for forty Days, and particularly men- . 
« tions the Doctrine of the Trinity as the Sub- 
« jc& matter of Inſtruction for all that Time. 
„ The Author of the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions | N 
« gives us a Summary of what the Catechu. 
© nens were generally taught, previouſly to 


Baptiſm: And among the Heads of Inſtru- 
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ce (tion | 
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# ion there intimated, the firſt and principal 
relates to the Doctrine of the Trinity. Cyril 
of Feruſalem has left us a whole Courſe of 
« Catechetical. Lectures, which He drew up for 
the uſe of thoſe that ſtood Candidates for 
« Baptiſm: And There we find that He is ve- 
« ry large and particular in explaining thoſe 
parts of the Creed, which concern the Na- 
ture, Character, and Offices of Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghoſt. Creeds would have been of 
« (mall uſe to Catechumens, without this Me- 
« thod of preparatory Inſtructions: And yet it 
ſeems to have been ſolely for the uſe of Such 
« that Creeds were originally intended; being 
* firſt uſed only in the Office of Baptiſm, and 
but by degrees taken in to make a part of 
the common and daily Liturgies of the 
Church. From hence we ſee the reaſon 
© why Creeds were no larger, nor more explz- 
cite; being but a kind of Recapitulation of 


re what the Catechumens had been taught more 


dat large, the main Heads whereof were com- 
mitted to Memory, and publickly recited. 
and ſo. became a Creed, A ſhort Summary 
* of Credenda might Then be ſufficient, after 
" the Catechumens had been fully and particu- 
* larly inſtructed in the Senſe of every Arti- 
"ticle. I ſhall obſerve farther, that as Creeds 
became gradually inlarged, it was rather by 
"the Addition of mew Articles (ze I mean 
vith reſpect ta the Creeds, and their inſer- 

| 1 | tion 
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4 tion into them, tho believ'd by the Fat ; 
* ful from the Beginning) than by a more ex. 
«« plicize opening of the older, except in ſome! : 
+ particular Caſes. The reaſon of which ſeems} 
« to be, that Explications of former Articles} ? 
e might ordinarily be left to the Catechiſts to * 
« ſupply by way of Catechetical Inſtruction. 
te It was ſufficient for Creeds to have hinted 
* what was moſt Material. and to abound inf 
% Matter, rather than in Mords, to anſwer the 
« Uſe intended. As Hereſies gave occaſion 
« new Articles were inſerted in, or added to 
< the Creeds; not that They were originally ; 
ge of greater Importance than any other Artis 
<< cles omitted, but the Oppoſition made ta 
< ſome Doctrines rendred it the more neceſſ © - 


FY 


. ſary, to inſiſt upon an explicite Belief and Prov * ! 
« feſfion of them. To inſtance in the Jer I 
« ſalem Creed, the oldeſt, it may be, of an 
« that is extant. The Article of the Tui i 
« was undoubtedly in it from the Beginning ff 
« and perhaps none other ; and That expreſs A © r 
thus bricfly; 7 believe in Cod the Father, th i 6 0 
« Sow, and the Hely Ghoſt. Baptiſm of Repeal il 
4 tance, Remiſſion of Sins, Catholick Churcti © / 
Reſurrection of the Fleſh, Life everlaſting © b 
e are ſo many zew- Articles, probably addef "0 
« afterwards, as there was occaſton. The rel 70 
« are Inſertions and Explications., giving 7 
more particular Deſcription of the NY © c: 


ture, Character, and Offices of the T hre 
— « Pel 
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« Perſons of the ever bleſſed Trinity And pro- 
« bably theſe Additions and Illuſtrations came 
in gradually, one after another, as occaſion 
« ſerved, in oppoſition to the Attempts of 
« Thoſe that endeavoured to alter, mutilate, 
« corrupt, or miſrepreſent the Carholick Faith. 
Other particulars there omitted may be as 
« neceſſary Points of Faith, as ſome there 
« mention d: But Thoſe were more particu- 
« larly neceſſary to be inſiſted on, at That Time, 
and in Thoſe Circumſtances. Which I the 
« rather hint, that Creeds may not be taken 
for compleat Catalogues of Fundamentals, 
« which They are not: (for indeed we ſhall 
* hardly find Two that have exactly the ſame 
Articles, neither more nor leſs) but for ſuch 
« ſhort Sammaries of the Chriſtian Faith, as were 
F © moſt proper to be inculcated before Bapti ſin, 
Las an Introduction to the right Underſtand- 
„ing and Profeſling the Whole of the Chri- 
* ſtian Religion. I have not Room to explain 
my ſelf ſo largely upon this Head, as the Thing 
* deſervesz But I ſhall give one Example to 
illuſtrate the Truth of the Obſervation. The 
Article of Life everlaſting was, very proba- 
* bly, wanting for ſome Centuries in the Creeds 
* of Nome and Aquileia. Yet who can pretend 
* to ſay, that That was not as neceſſary and 
fundamental an Article of Faith, as any is or 
can be? But its being ſo caſy, and obvious 
to every Chriſtian, and hardly at all diſputed 
| f 4 „ mighe 
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might be the Reaſon, why, however neceſa· 
« 7y it was to believe it, it was not thought 
* neceſſary to make any explicite mention of 
* it in thole Creeds. 5 


Wuar becomes now of the Capital Crime 
in altering Creeds, and its mighty foundation 
on the Sacred Depoſitum of the Faith? The de- 
ſign and nature of Creeds did evidently im- 
ply and require alterations, and the more they 
were alter d occaſionally, the more they be- 
came (incredible Paradox in our Author's ears!) 
the Depoſita and Guardians of the Chriſtian 
Faith. Where then was our Critick's ſagacity 
and judgment to urge us with thoſe Supple-Wl 
mentary Additions to the Greek and Latin 
Crecds, which were real and neceſlary Improve- . 
ments to the Creeds themſelves both in their | 
Uſe and their Form? | 


| Wang, but obſerve the Concluſt on of this : 
Article. Nay, the Athanaſian Creed it ſelf ai 
Biſhop Burnet has ſhewn, was a Forgery of the 
eighth Century. Here lies the ſharpeſt fling up- 
on Eccleſiaſticks, not only to alter, but to forge} 
Creeds, and ſend them abroad into the World ing 
under great but falſe Names. But it happens 
unluckily, that our Author is widely miſtakeny 
in his matter of fat; neither could he dependf 
on Biſhop Burzer's account, or ſay with any 
tolcrable ; propriety that he had ſhewn what is . 
- here | 
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I vre aſſerted, becauſe the Biſhop has not ſpent 


tht z bove half a Page on this Subject. As to the 
of Inatter of Fact, it is demonſtrably falſe, as 


ere repreſented, from the great Dr. Vaterland s 
sorical Hiſtory ef the Athanaſian Creed. Of 
mich I will here ſele& ſome conſidera- 
Ie particulars, ſufficient to expoſe our Au- 
or poſition, and perſwade the moſt obſti- 
Inte Freethinker out of it. No higher Cen- 
Jury than the Eighth, does our Author allow 


de- 
son of the Creed call'd Athanaſian. Where- 


s on the contrary; 1/f. The beſt and moſt 


an 
ty rlebrated Criticks among the Moderns, place 
le- t much higher. Gerard Fohn Voſſius, Biſhop 


ber, Hamon L'Eftrange, Ruelius, Que ſuel, Hei- 
aer, Cabaſſutius, Dupin, Tentzelius, Pagi, An- 
minus, Tillemont, Mont faucon, Muratorius, Fa- 
aas, Le Quien, Natalis Alexander, Bingham, 
an. h 24. Venantius Fortunatus Biſhop of 
is er, in France, wrote a Comment on this 
red about the Year 570, which was publiſh'd 
t from the Ambrofian Library at Milan, by 
aratorius in the Year 1698i, 34. There are 
o Latin Manuſcripts of the Creed ſtill in 
Wins, beſides the Cottonian MS. which Bp. 
had ſeen, but is now Loft, that are judg d 
be older than the eighth Century; the 
nous Manuſcript of Treves*, which at the 


is br. Waterland s Critical Hiſtory Sc. Chap. 1. 
bi. p. 60, 61, & Append. p. 297. k Ibid. p 96. 
2 H Tl 


lateſt 


In Biſhop Burnets Authority for the Compo- 


(| 
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lateſt is fet at the Year 660. The MS: of the 
Ambroſian Library l, placd between the ſevent 
and eighth Centuries, or in the Vear 700 
And there are five more in being not later tha 
the eighth irfelf; the Coton MSm. of 503 
the Colbertine Copy n of 760, and the MS of 
St. Germans o at Paris of the ſame Year, the M 
of Charles the Great p of 7 72, and the fifth in 
the Royal Library at Paris of 800. ahh. U 
is farther ſhewn by the fame incomparable 
Author, that this Creed was receiv'd into th@ 
Publick Offices of the Gallican Church, as calf 
at leaſt as the Vear 670, and receiv'd as af 
excellent Formulary 'and 'orthodox Syſtem off 
Faith, as carly as the year 5509. That Sai 
had receivd it alſo as a Rule of Faith, withid 
leſs than an hundred years after, about th 
year 630"; That Germany 'recciv'd it likewil 
about the year 787, and. England about thÞ 


year 800*. The 5th and laſt particular dedilf 


p 


2 — — 28 vHSmind 


© 


cible from the Gitical Hiſtory is the mol 
diſagreeable and mortifying of any, becauſe | 
ſaves the credit of Eccleſiaſticks, by quitting 
them entirely of Forgery. It appears fro 
thence u, that the Author of the Creed wd 
ever he was, did not certainly prefix the nam 
of Athanaſius or any other Perſon to it, bi 
drew it up anonymous in this Elegant an 


mp. | n p. 100. 3 0 
p-Idid. a ibid. 148; . Cp. 15 
t p. 158. u Chap. 8. P. .. 1 
h : Expretlii 
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the Expreſſive Form, as a ſeaſonable Preſervative 

mgainſt ſpreading Hereſies. As to the name 

| | of Athanaſius, ſays Dr. Vaterland, I take it to 
have come thus. Upon the revival of the 
aniau Controverſy in Gaul, under the influence 
of the Zurgundian Kings, it was obvious to 
call one fide Athanaſians, and the other ſidę 
Arians; and ſo alſo te name the Orthodox 
Faith the Athanaſian Faith, as the other the 
Ariau. This Creed therefore being a Summa- 
y of the Orthodox and Catholick Faith, 
might in proceſs of time acquire the name of 
the Athanaſi an Faith, or Fides 4thavaſii, in op- 
poſition to the contrary Scheme which might 
a juſtly be call'd fades Arii, or the Arian Faith. 
The equivocalneſs of the Title, gave a handle 
to thoſe that came after to underſtand it of 
form of Faith, compos d by Ashanaſius; juſt 
as the equivocal Title of Apoſtolical given to 
the Raman Creed occaſion'd 2 miſtake about 
its being made by the Apoſtles. This appears 
o me the moſt probable account of the whole 
tt matter; and it is very much confirm'd by 
MW what we fee of ſeveral Tracts, wrote in the 
$th and 6th Centuries Dialogue - -wiſc, where 
Athanaſius is made the Mouth of the Carbolick 
tide, and Arius of his party, and Photinus of 
bis: not meaning that Athanaſins, Arius, or 
Photinus where really the Speakers in thoſe 
Conferences, but the Readers were to under- 
Fand the Arhanaſian, Arian, and Photinian Prin- 


. 2 ciples, 
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ciples, as being there fairly repreſented under 
thoſe leading names. "1 


C 

THis Conjeaure | is very much confirmali it 

by the various Titles of the Creeds in the d 
Manuſcripts, which are all to be ſeen together W 
pag. 121, 123. 8 Ms 
V. + 


Nor did they confine their Forgeries 10 Church * 
; matters, but pradtiſsd on the imperial Laws, and * 
| inſerted in the Theodoſian Code a Reſcript of 
_ Conſtantine's, relating to the power of Biſhops, 
long before repeald*, Who are they in this Ar. 
ticle? Why, the holy Fathers, for there is no 
| other Perſon preceding, to whom this ſatyri-# 
| cal They can be referrd. So that the Perſonal | 
| Charge and Reflection in it's full and formi- 


dable Colours is this, that even the Fathers, a. 
| Men of ſuch Extraordinary Character and Re- co 
i pute, for Pieiy and Holineſs in the Chriſtian i pal 

World, appear to have practis d the moſt no- 

torious Forgeries, not only in Church matter, l 

but alſo in Civil, by inſerting in the Theodefi- C 
| an Code a Reſcript of Conſtantine, relating io the ¶ 0 
| Power of Biſhops, long before repeal d. Monſtrum, Ur 
| Horrendum, informe, Ingens ! But thanks be to diff 
Hiſtory and Truth, Cui lumen ademptum. Tis ff © 
a dark and diſputable buſineſs, where no body I 40 
i knows, either when or by whom, or in what * 
t 


PER Chriſtianity as old W's, p. 143. | 
part | 
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part of the World the Fraud or Forgery was 
committed. Some one indeed, if there was 
ſuch a fact, was, no doubt on't, concern'd in 
it deeply. But why muſt a holy Father be 
drawn into the ſcrape by malice and violence, 
without any clear and poſitive Evidence of his 


G1 


ovilt? I hope our Author does not think 
that all the private obſcure Members of Chri- 
ſtendom are advanc'd to the Rank and Title 
of holy Fathers, and that however exalted in 
Station and Character the holy Fathers of the 
Church may be, they muſt all of courſe be 
involv'd in the criminal Acts of a low and 
Libertine vulgar, and be blaſted at once with 
the ſcandal of ſuch Imputations. This would 
be Candour and Equity with a witneſs, ex- 
tremely agreeable to the Dictates of zatural 
leaſon. Let us now proceed to conſider the 
Fact and it's Circumſtances, which being not 
commonly known or underſtood deſerve a 
particular Explication. 


IN the latter Editions of the Theodoſia 
Cue, there is added at the end of the 1675 
book a Title Extravagans de Epiſcopali judicto. 
Under this title there are three Reſcriprs of 
different Emperors; the firſt of which has 
Cnftantine's name prefix'd to it, is directed to 
Allavius the Præfectus Pretorio, and confers a 


ery large judicial Power on Biſhops. This 
b the Reſcript of Conſtantine, ſo boldly charg d 
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upon the Fathers; and the Form . our Au- 0 
thor's Charge, when diſtinctly reſolvd into r 
Parts, is this, that there had been indeed lach, i 
a Reſcript of Conſtantine, but was afterwards 
repcal'd before the Theodoſian Code was com-. 
Pil'd;- now the Fraud committed by the F. 
thers, was the artful Revival of this Reſcript, 
fo long before repeal d, by inſerting it in that 
Code. This Suſpicion and Criticiſm is taken 
{as our Author acknowledges by his Reſc. 
Fence, ) from our Learned Selders, and from 
tuch a Te/ownro Tyaavys; appears With ſome ; 
Grandeur and Authority. To argue now on} 
our Author's Hypotheſis We ſuppoſe with 
him and Mr. lden, that the Reſcript in diff ve 
pute was really Conſt autine s, that it was ref 
peal'd by ſucceeding Princes before Theodofiul ts 
ſet out his Code, and that it afrerwards appear in 
by ſome means or other at the end of that f 0. 
Code, The Queſtion ariſes how this came 1d on 
paſs? By no other means, ſays our Author] * 
than the Fraud of the holy Fathers. A raſh f m. 
inconſiderate, invidious Anfwer- this, fay | in 
becauſe there may other Solutions be given 10h . ? 
the Query, more candid, and charitable, andi c 
grounded on Fact and Experience. It is not par 
impoſlible, that the very Compilers of tit 
Theodoſian Code miglit inſert this Reſcript off] ,* 
Conſtantive themſelves. Eor they appear veiſſ cn 
Plainly to have caſt into this Car many Law ** 
aud Reſcripts rcpcal d and ipconſitcat wing mu 
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one another. As for Inſtance. They give us 
wo Reſcripts of Theodoſjus the Great, one 
in the year 389 which takes away from 
the Eunomiaus all power of making or ſuc- 
cceding tO a Will, with many other Rights 
and Enjoy ments; and another * in 394, which 
fevokes the former, and reſtores the ſame Eu- 
wmians to their former Condition. A little 
ditance after in 395 this laſt Reſcript of The- 

. iſpus is repeal'd y by his Son Arcadius, and the 
om former enforc d. By and by comes another 
me of the ſame Arcadius*, which nulls the fore- 


on „ 1 4, | 

iti . w Eunomiani Spadones, * nec faciendi nec adipiſcendi habeant 

gi JF licentiam teſtamenti. Quod circa omnes, quos vivos Lex inve- 
ts terit, volumus cuſtodiri; nec quenquam præteritæ cujuſpiam 


voluntatis privilegio defenſari; cum, ſeu facta priùs teſtamen- 
ta, ſeu infecta doceantur, poſt hanc noſtri oraculi ſanctionem 
non habeant poſſidendi licentiam, non petendi, non etiam re- 
linquendi hæredem, nomine principali, non fidei commiſſario, 
non legatario, non tacito fidei commiſſo; vel quamcunque in. 
kujuſcemodi negotiis nuncupationem juris ordo conſtituit; fed 
omnium, quæ talium eſſe, vel futura eſſe conſtituerit, ut ca- 
duca fiſci noſtri viribus vindicentur. Nihil ad ſummum ha- 
beant commune cum reliquis. Datum 111. Non. Maj. Med. Ti- 
maſio & Promoto Coss. ( 389.) * De hac voce wid. Gothofred. 
in loc. | | | 

x Eunomidnis ne caperent aliquid, vel relinquerent teſtamenito; 
Legem dudum credidimus promulgandam : Quam quidem nunc 
confilio pleniore revocamus: Vivant jure communi, ſcribant 
pariter & ſcribantur hæredes. Dat. xv. Kal. Ful. Hadrianop. 
Arcad, 111. & Honor. 11. A. A. Coss. (394.) | | 


Eunomi anorum perfidam mentem, & nequiſſimam Sect- 
am ſpeciali commemoratione damnamus, ſtatuimuſque, omnia quæ 
contra illorum veſaniam decreta ſunt, inlibata cuſtodiri. IIlud 
addentes, ne quis memoratæ Sectæ militandi, aut teſtandi, vel ex 
teſtamento ſumendi habeat facultatem; ut fit jam omnibus com- 
mune damnum, quibus etiam communis eſt Religionis Furor; 

going. 


might come off victorious. Nec enim in Theo- 


plane contrarias in re tam inſignis momenti oſci- 
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going. Some pages from hence we find 4 
Refcript of Theodoſius Funior in 410, which | 
fets aſide his Father Arcadius's Indulgence to | 
the Eunomians. This, I believe, is Specimen | 
ſufficient to ſhew, that notwithſtanding this 
Reſcript of Conſtantine had been not only vir. | 
tually but expreſſly repeal'd before the compo. | 
ſition of the Theodoſian Code, it was far from | 
being impoſſible, that the very Compilers of | 
the Code themſelves might inſert it in the Cd. 
Mr. Selaen, our Author's Advocate was tiot 
aware of this, and therefore allows, if fo 
much could be prov'd, the genus hieraticun 


doſiani locum habere quibat, niſi admittas eos qui 
Codicem illum congerebant, Sanctiones ſibi invicen 


zantius infarſiſſe, quod credibile omnino non eſt". 
You ſee Mr. Selden takes that for granted, 


ceſſante videlicet, fi quid à Patre Noſtro quibuſdam fuerat ſu- 
per teſtandi jure, beneficio ſpeciali conceſſum. Dat. 111. I. 
Mart. CP. Olybrio & Probino Coss. (395. 

2 Conficiendorum teſtamentorum dari Funomianis præcipimus 
poteſtatem, & concedi id, quod Divi Genitoris noſtri data nu- 
per præceptio continebat. Dat. vii t. Kal. Jul. (legit Gothofrt- 
dus rectè, Fan) Conſtp. Olybrio & Probino Coss. (395:) 

a Manentibus, que in Funomianos Lex Divi Patris Clementic 
noſtræ jamdudum conſtituit, Dat. 111 Id. Mart.) nihil deinceps 
invicem ſibi vel donare, vel ipſos donatione conſequi ; nihil 
item relinquere, nec capere teſtamento decernimus. Careant 
emolumentis, quæ ex donationibus, vel morientium voluntate 
alternis ſolebant illecebris, fraude, & circumventione percipete; 
ut in totum utriuſque juris communione priventur; &c. Dat. 
Kal. Mart. Varane. V. C. Cos. (410.) Coed. Theodoſtan. Lib. 16. 
Tit. v. | | 

Which 
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4 which now is diſprov'd, and more fully by 
ch Gothofred , So that I think our Caviller 
to on this Hypotheſis muſt fairly retra his Suit 
cn Wl gainſt the Fathers, muſt own his Error and 
his WE ꝑnorance to be very profound, and his Malice 
gregiouſly impotent. 


Bur however, by way of a Oebs a0 unxu- 


om 
ol z I will here diſcloſe to him a ſecret, which 
"ae 


vil probably raiſe in him both new Spirits, 
ind a new battery againſt the Fathers. The 
keret is this, that the Reſcript, which he and 
Mr. Hlaen take to be a genuine Reſcript of 
Wnftantine, is certainly ſpurious, and that Go- 
tufred has evidently ſhewn it to be ſo in his 
accllent Commentary on this Reſcript. So 
hat now the Caſe is quite alter d; the Re- 
tipt is allow'd not only to be fraudulently 
Inſerted in the Theodoſian Code, but allo to be 
Fholly an arrant Forgery. I vero ſerio iri- 
hat Noſter; Hac non ſucceſſit, alid aggreaia- 
ur vid. This muſt ſure bear hard upon the 
nemory of the Holy Fathers, and diſtreſs them 
Difficulties not very eaſily ſurmountable. 


imus 
nu- 
Fre- 


ent 
ceps 
nihil 
eant 
ntate 
dere; 
Dat. 
16. 


ich 


No ſuch difficulties at all, I aſſure you. 
hey are ſtill where they were before, remov d 
r enough out of the reach of ſuch trifling 
tacks and Impeachments. Let us firſt con- 


b gallen ad Flere. Cap. 5. $. 6. 
* Proleg, Cod. Tode. Chap. 2. . 5+ | 
1 ſider 
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ſider who are the Holy Fathers, and what pat 
ticular Perſons are meant by thoſe high and 
honourable Appellations, d Such, no doubt ont, 
of the Anticnts, as haye nobly diſtinguiſh'4 
themſelves to all Poſterity by their admirable 
Lives, Examples, and Writings. Now to the 
Point in Hand. Some or other of theſe Fa. 
thers, you ſay, was the Perſon who forg'd the 
Reſcript. Why the Fathers emphatically and 
by way of Diſtinction} Were there no other 
Chriſtians, and Degrees of Chriſtians beſides] | 
the Fathers? Is it likely that Perſons of E 
mincnt Piety, the Lights and Ornaments off 
the Church ſhould be guilty of Fraud and 
Forgery, rather than hundreds of others of lels| 
Repuration, and worſe Diſpoſitions? ö 


BESIDES it is very remarkeable, that wel 
do not find any mention of the controvertcay 


Reſcript before the ninth Century. The firſt 
that quotes it, is Benedictus Levita, the Ma 
who added an Appendix of three Books ta 
Anſegiſus's * Collection of Capitulars; and next ' 
to him, a few years after, the 34 Council of 
Valentia. If this be true, as the Learned agred i 


it is, I am very inclinable to think that me 


d See Buddei 1/agog. p 5 34. & ſeq | 
* Mr. Selden by miſtake confounds the collections of 15 


dictus with thoſe of Anſegiſus. Ad Flet, Cap. 5 J. 9. 


Baluzius has Liearnedly ſhewn the difference between the | 
both 5 in Method and Authority. Pref. ad Capital. 5. 43» #1 


45, 47 


LVeſcript might not be forg d. or at leaſt not 
zppear before Charles the Greats time, in the 
cloſe of the eighth Century. This was the 
time when the famous Dectetal Epiſtles made 
their Entrance into the World ©, which rais'd 
the Papal Power to fuch an exorbitant Height 
in ſucceeding Ages. The Subject of the Re- 
ſcript it ſelf has a near relation to thoſe ſpu- 
tious Epiſtles, and therefore it is fat from be- 
ing improbable that the ſame Perſon might 


— be Author of both Forgeries. What adds 


ſome farther ſhew and ground to this Suſpi- 
cion is, that the firſt Perſon who quotes it is 
Benedictus abovemention'd, a Writer in the be- 
ginning of the ninth Century. This is the 


Man ſuſpected by Blondell of ſending abroad thoſe 


very Epiſtles, and by Dr. cave f of giving them 
additions and improvements. So that allow- 
ing all this to be only Conjecture, it is ſuch 
a Conje@ure as takes off our Author's Sug- 
geſtions againſt the Fathers; and has fo much 
foundation in Hiſtory, as to ſtand ſecure a- 
gainſt illnatur'd Conjectures on the other fide, 
that have not the leaſt foundation eit ber i in 
= g or Reaſon. 


e Steph. Baluz, Prof. ad And. Augnſtin. 
f Hiſtor. Litter. Vol, 1. p. 325. 
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VI. 1 
7 

A SixrRH Complaint and Remonſtrance i 
this. 8 The further back we 20, the greater was 1 
their recourſe to pious frauds, The little word 
Their, you may ſee, is a relative Term, which! 
is us'd by an artful contrivance to reflect this 
general Charge back on the holy Fathers, and 
to make a proper connexion between this and} 
the foregoing Sentences. As to the matter 
of Fact, tis old and common, obſerv'd in all 
Eccleſiaſtical Criticks, who were moſt of them 
Prieſts themſelves, and to whom our Author} 
himſelf is oblig'd for all the knowledge he dit 
has about them. But as to his reference ro! Fr 
the Primitive Fathers, tis falſe and contempti-Þ ſtie 
ble, perpetually. running in the Thoughts and I the 
Diſcourſe of the Free-thinking Tribe, on pur- N Ac 
poſe to raiſe ſuſpicions and jealouſies in weak, i tak 
unguarded, and injudicious People, to ſhake FI we 
by. "degrees their Belief of the Scriptures, and I to 
of courſe of the Chriſtian Religion; and at laſt I thc 
to delude and attach them as Proſelytes to nit 
the Folly of Deiſm and Infidelity. There is H/ 
no other ground and Authority for theſe fal: Pra 
lacious infinuations than what I ſhall now in mu 
ſhort lay before the Reader; which, I defire M Me 
our Deiſt, if he finds himſelf able, to diſculs WO qui 
and confute in particular Inſtances, and not I gen 


s Chriſtianity as old &c, p. 143. Ed. 8 


inveigh 
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inveigh and declaim in ridiculous generals a- 
gainſt primitive Frauds, without telling the Rea- 
der the Nature and Riſe of them, and what 


Effect and Operation they ought to have e 
on wiſe and intelligent Men. 


THE pious Frauds of primitive Antiquity, 
which are ſo much exclaim'd againſt by the 
Free-thinking Writers, are juſtly reducible to 
three ſorts. 1/f. Thoſe which are known to 
owe their production to notorious Hereticks. 
And 24h. Thoſe which are thought to proceed 
from Catholic but private Chriſtians. And 
zdy. Thoſe which appear without any plain 
diicovery of their Author. Theſe are the only 
Frauds and Forgeries among Primitive Chri- 
ſtians which I ever heard of; and none of 
theſe can our Critical Author with all his 
Acquaintance put together, evince to have 
taken their birth from the holy Fathers. It 
would be both an endleſs and needleſs task. 
to give a diſtinct and critical account of all 
the Forgeries in the earlieſt Times of Chriſtia- 
nity, and to ſhew not only how little the 
Holy Fathers were concern'd themſelves in the 
frame and Contexture of them, but alſo how 


much Aſſiſtance and Light they have given to 


Modern Chriſtians in their ſearches and en- 
Quiries about them. Neither indeed does a 
general Charge, as our Author's is, deſerve a 
particular Vindication ; tis as eaſily denied as 


aftir m d. 
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affirm'd, and the merits of the Cauſe mu © 
ſill depend on Proof in particular Inſtances. z 
If the matter is clear and notorious, let him . 
open, explain, and defend it. If it is not, ſay : 
nothing in the trite, abuſive, and drollety way 
about it. Common Readers have too much 
natural Sence, to ſwallow implicitely ſuch ge. ; 
neral Charges, and learned Readers have too 


much Knowledge not to underſtand and 4e. : 
{pile them. | | 7 


— 


es 
ho 


WL I, but our Author's aſſertion has emi 


nent vouchers®; Scaliger, it ſeems; and Caſau. 1 
bon, and Blondel, and Stilling fleet, and Fell, arc 
all on the fame ſide, all declare very loudly} 
for Pious Frauds, Amazing and terrible! And 
yet, as it happens, there is nothing in all the jn 


_ quotations of three out of five of thefe emi lr 
nent Men, Caſaubon, Stilling fleet, and Fell, which} bor 
would not confeſs and tubfcribe to my ſelf. in 
What is it then which they tell us? Why che 
truly, that pious frauds were numerous in the 2 
Primitive times? And what is all this to the 


Primitive and holy Favhers ? Juſt as much a8 an 
the frequent Frauds and Forgeries in the Hea- __ 


then World related to a Plato, a Cicero, or 2? _ 
Plutarch. As to Scaliger, and Blondel, they in. "i 
deed expreſs their Diſcoveries in ſharper and _ 
ſtronger terms, but neither of them mention r 
2 ſyllable of Fathers, and what they do alſen % 


h 1 as old &c. p. 443. | 0 fl 
the) 


ney 
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they aſſert in the looſeſt generals, and more, 
am ſure, than either of them (as great as 
they were in the Learned World) could ever 
make out from Antiquity. They were both 
indeed ( eſpecially Foſeph Scaliger) very excel- 
lent Criticks; but yet it is very well known, 
how raſh and groundleſs they ſometimes prov'd 
in their Criticiſm 3 Bp. Pearſon, Bp. Beveriage, 
and Dr. Hammond have ſhewn us conſiderable 
Errors in Blondel; and Yaleſius, Petavius, and 
Vaſius with others, have ſhewn as frequent 
and extraordinary in Scaliger. 


VII. 


Mx Author has two or three other paſſages 
in the ſame invective, declamatory, gencral 
ſtrain, which expe& a word or two more be- 
tore this Section is concluded. He breaks out 
in one place into this pathetick and melan- 
cholly Reflection. How unhappy were we of the 
Laity, had we not the reaſon and nature of things 
(which no Prieſt can alter) to depend on; but 
were entirely oblig d to take our religious Senti- 
ments from Men, who as far as we have any ac- 
count of things, have even from the earlieſt Times 
not ſcrupld to forge not only whole Paſſages, but 
whole Books, and left nothing entire on which they 
ould lay their foul Hands. i Deplorable then 
to be ſure would the Laicks condition appear, 


| Chriſtianity as old c. p. 144- | 
if 
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if ſuch were their Caſe! For how could a 3 
well: diſpos d Laich confide in any Prieſts reli- 
gious Inſtructions, when the whole genera- 


tion of Prieſts are convicted of Fraud and For. 
gery! But pray let me ask with Phileleutherus 
Lipſienſis æ, who are the Diſcoverers of all theſe 
Frauds and Forgeries? The Chriſtian Prieſts them. 
ſelves; ſuch as Irenæus, Tertullian, Origen, Euſe. 
bius, Ferom, and Auſtin among the Antients; 
and Caſaubon, Daille, Fell, Stilling fleet, Cave, and 
Fabricius among the Moderns. So far are they 
with thouſands of others from concealing or 
propagating them, or thinking their Cauſe needs 
them. And I challenge him and the whole a. 
ternity, to ſhew one ſingle one that they diſcover d. 
and owe not to the Clergy. If this be true, why 
may not the Lazck receive from the Prieſts re- 
lizious as well as Critical Knowledge? And | 
why muſt he always ſuſpe& the Honeſty and 
Integrity of thoſe very Perſons who have 
given ſuch eminent Inſtances of it, to the great 
Improvement and Satisfaction of the Lacks Þ 
themſelves? Moſt able Maſters of Stratagem' | 
fays the Learned Phileleutherus, ever to hope 10 
vanquiſb Religion by Arms borrow'd from the Prieſts! | 
They may be ſure, there's no danger of the ſtrong Þ 
Town's being taken, while the Garriſon within can 


& Part II. p. 41. Ed. 6. b 
VIII. ; 
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VIII. 


Bur now he appears in a ſecond Paſſage 


vith an Air of Importance. For he not on- 


tells us that antient Prieſts were guilty of 


Lorrible Forgeries, but alſo the Principles and 


kcaſons on which they acted, and confirms 


this by the teſtimony of a celebrated an- 


ent Biſhop. Says he 1, F they believid that A 
ain ſet of Opinions was neceſſary to Salvati- 
u, then they muſt have thought themſelves in 


Clarity obligd to take the moſt proper Methods 


p bring Men to embrace them; and conſequently 


% have believ'd it their Duty to ſubſtitute ſome 
rde of their un, which would beſt expreſs thoſe 
uinions, on which Mens Salvation depended, in rhe 
um of others which were apt to lead them into 


; fual Errors; ſince by thus changing of Sounds, 
irs might ſave Millions of Souls, who they were 
MY rfdent would otherwiſe everlaſtingly periſh. Muſt 


; m the ſame principle that oblig d them to impoſe 
bir own words, inſtead of the words of God, in 


; lei Creeds and Articles on pain of Damnation, e- 
* oblige them to act the ſame part in relation 


JF the Scripture? And if Men have ſtuck ſo cloſe 
his Principle, that they have (wherever they 
: ud a convenient opportunity) left out, added to, 
„ alier d all other Books of Religion whatever; 
%%% have fallen into their hands; there can be 


i Pap. 139. - - 8 | 
K es 
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no reaſon 1o think, they would not do the ſam 
with the Bible. The Reader, I believe, as well 
as my ſelf is very much puzzled, to find out 
the Force, Argument, and- natural coherence 
of all the ſeveral Sentences in this paſſage 
There's ſomething, depend on't, of mighty 
conſequence to Prieſts in the Thought, whate. 
ver ambiguity and darkneſs may lic in the E pai 
preſſion. Let us therefore ſeparate a little th [a 
Parts, and conſider them diſtinctly and mi- mc 
nutely by themſelves. F they believd that ¶ be 
certain ſet of Opinions was neceſſary to Salvation. Cre 
The meaning of which hypotherical Sentence, 
if there be any Truth or Pertinency in it, is 
this; If they believ'd that certain Doctrineg 
(or one Faith) were made by the Scriptures 
the terms of Salvation; Then they muſt havd 
thought themſelves in Charity oblig d, to take th 
znoſt proper methods to bring Alen to embraid 
them. juſtly inferr'd! For the Perſons hf the 
ſpeaks of muſt have certainly thought and gu; 
acted in this manner, being Stewards of the MY ag; 
ſteries of God m, and Miniſters of Reconciliation" Pei 
And conſequently muſt have teliev'd it their Duff ref 
tz to ſubſtitute ſome words of their own, hi boi 
would beſt expreſs thoſe Opinions, on which Men to 
Salvation depended, in the room of others, vill 
were apt to- lead them into fatal Errors. Sub 
ſtitute! where? or how? And what oth 
words are thoſe, that were apt to lead then 


m 1 Cor. 4. 1. n 2 Cor. 5. 18. 


Is. 
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wo fatal Errors? All this is nothing but Ar- 
tiice, begging the Queſtion, groſs Inſinuation, 
and a lame Introduction to ſubſequent Char- 
ges. Then are we ask'd this ſignificant que- 
lion. Muſt not the ſame Principle, that oblig d 
them to impoſe their own Words inſtead of the 
Words of Gad, in their Creeds and Articles, on 
pain of Damnation, equally oblige them to act the 
ſame part in relation to the Scripture ? No, by no 
means. Such a thought and concluſion would 
be raſh, abſurd, and ridiculous to the laſt De- 
gree. Tis ſupposd that the Principle which 
gives foundation to Creeds, or Articles, is a 
pious Zeal and concern for the Doctrines of 
Scripture, and the happineſs of Men depending 
upon them. This Principle does never oblize 
us to impoſe our own words inſtead of the words 
of God, any farther than as they are thought 
to agree in Senſe to the words of God. And 
the only Deſign in changing the Sounds is to 
guard the weak, unattentive, and injudicious 
againſt falſe Jaterpretations of Scripture ; and the 
Perſons. that impoſe ſuch Creeds and Articles, 
refer the Reader to Scripture for the Truth orf 
both, allowing and aſſerting the Scripture alone 
to be the Rule of Faith, and deſiring that all 
their Creeds and Articles may be try'd and ex- 
amin'd by that ſacred Criterion. Beſides this, 
the Impoſers of Creeds and Articles have too 
much Religion and Underſtanding not to 
o See Dr, Vaterland's Caſe of Arian Subſcription. p. 20, 21. 

1 K 2 1 know, 


v 
know, that to add to or take away from the 
Book of the Law is dangerous Preſump- 
tion and Wickedneſs; but to open, explain, 
and interpret the Law, in Creeds and Articles! 
with Judgment and Learning, for the uſe and} 
benefit of the Church, is both their Duty and 
Charity. Where now is our Author's Con- 
cluſion from the Principle mention d? Which! 
is ſo far from being a Conſequence from it, 
that it proves a direct Contradiction to it.“ 


For how can that Principle induce any Men » 
to corrupt the Scripture, which is grounded = 
on the higheſt Rewverexce of it's Doctrmes 1 {+ 
And how can the Reverence of the Scripture-f C 
Doctrines be grounded or ſupported, but up- 2 
on an cqual Reverence of the Letter of it“ a1 
Take away the Letter, and the Doctrine is w 
deſtroy d. Sbj7itute only your own words in 1 
the Books of Scripture, and then tis no lon-M n 
ger a Divine but an Human Law. Andi , 


after this, you appeal to the Scripture thus K. 
corrupted and interpolated, for the truth of, I 
your Creeds and Articles, what is this, but to} m 
prove your Dodtrines in one place from your 1. 
own Doctrines in another? Monſtrous andi in 
impracticable! And yet is our Author as con- dy 


fident in it, as if it were perfectly rational] Pe 
and certain! He imagins that all Impoſers oi tir 
Creeds and Articles muſt inevitably alter andM co 
deface the Scripture, in order to preſerve til th 
true goerine of Scripture, Notable Man ti vs 


for] 
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for Inference and Demonſtration! 
Tus far he argues 4 priori againſt Ec- 
cleſiaſticks. With what ſucceſs and Con- 
viction every one ſees. Now he proceeds 4 
poſteriori to Fact and Experience. And if Men 
have ſtuct ſo cloſe to this Principle, that they 
have ( wherever they had a convenient opportu- 
nity) left out, added to, or alter d all other Books 


of Religion whatever which have fallen into theis 


ands; there can be no reaſon to think they would 
not do the ſame with the Bible. Who are the 
Men in this Sentence? If Fathers and Saints, 
ſet up juſt before as the proper and particular 
Objects of this Accufation, ttis utterly falſe 
and groundleſs, If any others, utterly foreign 
and trifling. But take it which way you will, 


we have here a moſt eminent Inſtance of B- 


neſty, Acumen, and Argumentation. If Men (i. e. 
no body knows »ho, where, or when,) have 
left out, added to, or alter d all other Books of 
Religion whatever, which have fallen into their 


hands, (which is nothing but Fable and Ro- 


mance) there can be no reaſon to think, they 
would not do the ſame with the Bible, Aſtoniſh- 
ing and terrible concluſion! F the whole Bo- 
dy of the Clergy, (for theſe, I ſuppoſe, are the 


| Perſons pointed at) in antient and modern 


times, had been fooliſh and wicked enough to 
corrupt all other Books. of Religion whatever, 


thes there can be no reaſon to think, they 
would nat have done the ſame with the Bi. 


ble. 
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ble. Why truly, if they had been guilty of © 
the one, they might, for ought I know, haye f 
been guilty of the other. But where are the 
Premiſes> Uſher'd in they are indecd with 
a pompous If, at the beginning of the Syllo. 
giſm, but afterwards ſhamefully dropt in the 


middle, and left to ſhift for themſelves. And MY r; 
thus it ſeems are the Chriſtian Prieſts, antient I «: 
and modern, to be ſtript at once of all Re- E 
putation and Character by a poor contempti- te 
ble ; and the only return which they are to tl Y 
mect with, for all their honeſt and learned 74 
1 of Frauds and Forgeries, is at laſt, N a 
o paſs for Cheats and Knaves themſelves, I th 
» to be publickly vilify'd with old and in- I pr 
famous Stories, which they themſelves fut dc 
told and expos'd to the World!  _ 1 
Bur now at laſt comes the Primitive Fa- 9 
ther his Voucher. 'Tis uno wonder, ſays that pri. of 


mitive Father Dionyſius, Biſhop of Corinth, that IJ th 
ſome attempt to adulterate the holy Writings of our || 
Lord, fince they have baſ. ely fall, fy d ſuch as are 
of an inferior Authority. And, 'tis no vonder, 2p 
lay I, that Droryſpus or any other primitive Fa- vi 
zher comes in to our Authors aſſiſtance, when cir 
Violence and Torture are us'd to force him, 

and Blunder, Malice, and Prejudice all con- 0 
cur to miſrepreſent him. Dionyſius is ſpeaking FI **+ 
here of Hereticks?, not Fathers or Catholic; 2 


p Conqueſtus eſt ipſe Dionyſus, ſe adhuc in vivis agente ll 1 
reticos quoſdam Epiſtolas ſuas corrupiſſe, qnædam ex illis ex- 
papgentes, quædam adjicientes. 85 Hiftor. Litter, Vol. I. p. 4. 
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RE rr 
he had juſt before complain d, that his own E- 
piltles had ſuffer'd corruptions 9, and charges 
them all upon the of T8 AuaGiag At, the 
Miniſters of the Devil. To theſe therefore the 
ſame (riss) in the following Sentence muſt all 
be referr'd ; he means very probably the Mar- 
tionites, for theſe were the Heretichs, which the 
ſame Dionyſius had engag'd with in one of his 
Epiſtles, and whom we know to be very no- 
torious in adulterating Scripture, and other 
Writings. So now it ſeems, the Primitive Fa- 
ther Dionyſius has nothing to ſay and depoſe 
againſt his brethren the Clergy, but leaves 
their inveterate adverſary juſt as deſtitute of 
proper Evidence, as he is of Probley and Un- 
derſtanding. 


Axp here I muſt take my leave at preſefit 


Jof my Freethinking Adverfary, having finiſh'd 


the Article of Antient Frauds, and drawn out 
Remarks upon it to a Length ſufficient ; what 
remains to be examin'd under other Heads, ſhall 
appear (God willing) in ſubſequent Papers, 
with as much Expedition, as the Subject and 
circumſtances will allow. 
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APPENDIX. 
Defending the L. Brsnor of Lon- 
DON'S account of the Stoical Fate. 


HE Biſhop of London in his ſecond Pa- 
ſtoral Letter had expre ſs'd himſelf thus 
concerning the Stoical Doctrine of Fate. The 
Philoſophers taught Doctrines, which directiy tend 
to encourage Vice and Wickeaneſs in the World. 
—— Such was the Dodrine of Fate, or Mens 
doing every thing thro' Neceſſity, and not by Choice 
which takes away all Virtue and Vice, and leaves 
wo place for Rewards and Puniſhments either here 
or hereafter; and yet this was the avow'd Do- 
arine of one famous Sect among them*, referring 
to the Stoics. This Sentence of the Biſhop's 
has lately been ccnſurd more than once by a 
Writer“ of ſome Diſtinction and Credit, who 
calls this Notion of his Lordſhip's a Yulgar Er- 
ror, and aſſerts that the Stoical Fate, however 
it has been miſunderftood, did not at all in- 
tcrfere with the freedom of Human Actions, 
nor draw ſuch dangerous Conſequences after 
it, as the Biſhop and others have charg'd up- 
on it. What particular Reaſons this Gentle- 
man may have to himſelf for his high Opi- 
nion of the Stoicks, or what peculiar Advan- 


a P. 123. b Plea for Human Reaſon. p. 28, 29. Ed. 2 
Defence Se p. 87. Calumny no Conviction p. 29, 30. 
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oppoſite ſide. 


4e Fato, has the following Paſſage. Thoſe vj 


and turn of his Argument evidently implies, 4 8 


84 PP. 1 
tages and Opportunities he may have met wit! 
ot finding their genuine Sentiments in this 
Point, 1 cannot pretend to determine; but as 
far as I can ice into that matter, there is nat 
ſufficient Ground for any bold and confident #1 bf 


| Aﬀertions in favour of the Soichs, nor Au- 14 


thority ſufficient to charge his Lordſhip inde- FJ, 
ccutly with Vulgar Error. | = 8 


THe ſeveral Authorities and Reaſons, which FY;, 
incline me to think with his Lordſhip, I ſhall F? 
give in the following Pages, and ſhall obviate 
Ihe few Objections "which are urg 'd on the * 97 


THE firſt conſi gerable Writer extant, that | 
treats of this Subject, is Cicero. He in his Book F 


introduce an eternal ſcries of” Can ſes, aeprive the 7 | 

Mind of Man of free will, and ſubject it en- 
tireiy to 4 neceſſary Fatality *. If fo, the Stoicks, 
according to Cicero, muſt deprive the Mind Ul. * 
Man of "free will, and ſubject it entirely ta s FRY: 
neceſſary Fatality; for certainly they were the | | bo 
Perſons, who taught and maintain'd n eter- Fi 
nal Series of Canſes. In other places the form I © 


(mnia 


that the Sroicſs themſelves extended a neceſſa- | 
ry Fate to Human Actions. Speaking to Chry- wh 
a Qui introducunt cauſarum ſeriem ſempiternam, ii mentem : 2 ani 
1 voluntate libera ſpoliatam - neceſſitate Fati devinciunt. 2 ay 
ar Fat. Cap. 9. fab. fin. ' | ; 7 ater 
pus 


APPENDIX. 35 
? us s Rerum Contagio, he expreſſes himſelf thus. 
tile he talks in this manner, he does not 
J, what the Point in diſpute between us is. 
for it does wot follow, that becauſe Men have 


t 4 uferent inclinations aud Diſpoſitions by Natural 
„a antecedent Cauſes, there ſhould al/o be Natu- 


In and antecedent Cauſes of our Wills and Der 
res. For if this were the Caſe, nothing could 
© Yimain in our Power, Carneades argued againſt 
h Im juſt in the ſame manner e. Is it not clear 
tom hence that Chryſippus himſelf contended 
Yr natural and antecedent Cauſes of our Wills and 
res? And docs not Cicero and Carneades 

| Ftharge that Doctrine with the ſame Conſe— 
\ FYucnces that the Biſhop of London does? A- 
© ein he ſays of Chrypppus, that he rather inclin d 
K # Y thoſe who would free the motions of the Mind 
Im Neceſſity, but ftill while he uſes his ( Stoi- 


FJ) phra/jes, he falls into ſuch Difficulties, that 


I confirms againſt his will the neceſſity of Fate d. 
+ | b Hxe diſſerens, qua de re agatur, & in quo cauſa conſiſtat. 


/ naturales & antecedentes, idcirco etiam noſtrarum wotur- 
un atque appetitionum ſunt Cauſe naturales & antecedentes. 
Im nihil effet in noſtrà poteſtate, fi res ita ſe haberet. Id. 
ad Cav. 5 8 | | | 
© « Carneades hoc totum genus non probabat. _—_—— Cujus erat 
s concluſio. Si omnia antecedentibus cauſis fiunt, omnia na- 
ali colligatione conſertè contextèque fiunt. Quod fi ita eſt, 
mania neceſſitas efficit. Id fi verum eit, nihil eſt in naſtra po- 
late. Ibid. Cap. 14. | 

1 Chry/ippus apolicat ſe ad eos potius, qui neceſſitate mo- 
 animos (Leg cum Dawi/. animorum) liberatos volunt. Dum 
em verbis utitur ſuis, delabitur in eas difficultates, ut neccf+ 
un fat? confirmet invitus. bid. Cap, 17. 


5 5 | 1 
72 | 0 


Irn videt. Non enim fi alii ad alia propenſiores ſint proptes _ 
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And again. Chryſppus ſweating aud Iabowingh, 
0 
: 


Hon, to prove that all things are effetted by Fate 
and that ſomething — at the ſame time in 
our Power, is wery much Puzzled and perplex de l 
What may be here Objected in relation 0 
Chryſippus, ſhall be taken notice of in its pro 1 


_ place. : 
FRoM Gcero I proceed to Plutarch, Who 1 
declares it to be a direct and neceſſary Con- by 
ſequence of the Storcal Principles concerning Fate, J 
that Men cannot act by Choice but Impulſe, and 1 % 
cenſures ſevercly Chryfippus's way of explaining f al 
and mollifying them. The Paſlage, I think, JH 


cannot juſtly be tranſlated into Englih, be? C 
caulſe of particular Greek Expreſſions and Terms 
in it, and therefore I * to refer to it in 


an 

E G 2 æſtuans Hboranſque d quonam pacto explicet & fad? JI 
to omnia fieri, & eſſe aliquid in nobis, mtricatur. Cer, apy | 5 
Helliun. Lib. 6. Cap. 2. | tie 
e Ee aop fer dE, MONTE Baur my die mv elagmim, Fd th 


2H vo vor S. 80 ppor dci, 80! = cv Browiwc, 20 an his 
nr d mv ciwagmirm, an O XETAI TO HANTqN AITIANEY. ,,, 
EINAI TIN E/MAPMENN. —— T. dig, AITIAN ANIKHs 5 
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APPENDIX 
the Original. He has other Paſlages of the 
ſame Import, which are much too numerous 
and large to be all inſerted and applied in this 


AFTER him Tuſtin Martyr, a Philoſopher 
himſelf, and converted from Paganiſm to Chri- 
ſianity has theſe words. Neither do we (Chri- 
ſtians) ſay, that Men are either Adtive or Paſſiue 


i] by Fate, but that every one aves right or wrong 


according to his own Will. — Which the Stoicks 
nt underſtanding, laid it down as a Principle that 
all things were effected by a neceſſity of Fate h. 
He ſpeaks, I believe, too plain to need any 
Comment. 5 | | | 


| NexT to him I produce the Learned Alex- 
ander Aphrodiſienſis, who ſeems to have ſtudied 
the Subject as much as any Man of the An- 
tients, and I think has clear'd it in relation to 
the Szozcks beyond all of them. He dedicatcs 
his Book to the Emperors Severus and Antoni- 
nus, about the year of Chriſt 200. To cite all 
the Paſſages pertinent to the preſent purpoſe 
would be tedious and needleſs; I will there- 
fore ſele& but a few of the cloſeſt and ſtrong- 
eſt. Now that thoſe who attribute all things to 


g See p. 1055, 1049, 1050, 1051. De Fate. 568. | 
h Oro xc &f wag u TRATTHAY TE ar 5; = dg Tz 9116- 
nn, GAYE i Toguipeny d Rd n Wpatrure — 
ay yoyorrvTig of Er eine; x ei lep ern; ANATKHN IANTA 21s 
av ,œbo. Apolog. 2. | 1 | 
| | Fate, 


eg drs, ds æirig cui mraſ. 
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Fate, do not preſerve (the Td #9" nun) — 

Liberty, is evident from what has been ſaid. And 
theſe who deſtroy the To e vu, do by conſequence | 
utterly confound and overturn Human Life as far | 
He certainly muſt be under- 
ſtood to ſpeak this of the Stoicks, as well as of 
any other fataliſts, becauſe they did with the 
reſt attribute all things to Fate, and in the pages | 
preceding Alexander confutes the Shifts and Eva- 
ſions peculiar to the Szoicks. Beſides this a little 
lower, he gives us the Sroical ſyſtem k of the 
| Mind of the Univerſe pervading, ſuſtaining, and 
direQing all things; the eternal Chain and S. 
Fes of Cauſes, and the neceſſary ſucceſlive de- 
pendance and production of all Effects from 
them, exactly agreeable to Seneca and Marcus 
Now this very Syſtem he utterly 
rejects and condemns, as deſtroying entirely | 


as in them liesi. 


Antoninus. 


the Liberty of Human * and of Con | 
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„ fequence all Laws, Virtue and Vice, Praiſe and 
1 © Diſpraiſe, Rewards and Puniſhments 


„ NExT to Alexander is the celebrated Ploti- 

u, who does not ſcruple to pronounce upon 
or che Hoical Chain with as much ſeverity and ve- 
\c bemence as the other. This Doctrine, ſays he, 
os YN ifabliſhes an abſolute Neceſſity of every thing; 
1 d as all cauſes are included, tis impoſſible for 
1c n thing not to happen according to them. For 
e ere is nothing to hinder, or that can male things 
14 bpen otherwiſe, ſince all things are thus conclu- 
0.4 4% by Fate. Now this being the [tate of things, 
le. Ive have nothing at all left us, but to be carried 
m %%, way ſoever they drive us. And Human 
us MI Liberty 2 be nothing but a mere Name", 
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even thoſe things which ſeem to be in our ou 
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Excellent Book De naturd hominis. 
Liberty, as I have prov'd above n. 


veral views. Thoſe, ſays he, who teach that 


Human Liberty and Fate are both ſecur d without ©: 
interfering with one another, (and thoſe are among 
the Stoicks Chryſippus and Philopator, and mam) 
others of Diſtinction,) prove in effect nothing more, 


than that all things do really happen by Fate. 
For if” they allow (as they do) that our Inclina- 
tions and Deſires are given us by Fate, and that 
ſometimes they are obſtructed by Fate, ſometimes || 
not, it is then plain, that Fate abes every thing, 


RE: „ 


Power o. And he proceeds to prove the ſame 


conſequences upon them by other Arguments. 


8 
. 


3 


To theſe I add Cellius who tells ns, that 
this was a general Charge upon the Stoichs from 
all quarters. Fatum eff, inquit, (Chryſippus) 

ks 7 + « «© 7 « , 54 
ſempiterna quædam & indeclinabilis ſeries rerum & 
catena, volvens ſemetipſa ſeſe, & implicans per 
n Ol Lr kel perde — mel; G Andüis ngy TO ED HMIN ANAL. 
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So likewiſe ſays Nemeſius in his Elegant and 
The Stoical 
Ppiloſophers deſtroy in truth and reality all Human 
He refers to 
Chapter 3 5%, where he conſiders Fate in ſe- 


A 


Ani verſa ſubjiciat. 
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liernos conſequentiæ ordines, ex quibus apta connexa- 
que eff, —Aliarum autem Opinionum diſcipli- 
narumque æuctores huic definitiont ita obſtrepunt. 
5s Chryſippus, inquiunt, fato putat omnia moveri 


CF 


ua fati & volumina; peccata quoque hominum & 
aklicta non ſuſtentanda neque condicenda ſunt ip- 
is voluntatibuſ que eorum, ſed neceſſitati cudam & 
inftantie que oritur ex fato, omnium que ſit re- 
um domina & arbitra; per quam neceſſe ſit fe- 
ri quicquid futurum eſt & proptere nocenti- 
um pamas legibus inique conſtitutas, ſi homines ad 
maleſicia non ſponte veniunt, ſed fato irahuntur. 


I omit ſubjoining Hierocles v, Theodoret q, and 
Joannes Sarisberienſis r, becauſe (tho I'm firmly 
perſuaded my ſelf, that their Opinion of the 
Stoicks was the ſame with that of the others,) 
they have not expreis'd themſelves in ſo full 


and indiſputable terms. 


Now the uſe of and Inference from ſo 
many antient and celebrated Writers is natu- 


rally this, that a Aodern has very good Rea- 


„p Ap. Phot. Cod. 214. Turs J Tar 38A, ανννν HANEY of- 
b 060” ig oc in ve, odd THN ETRIKHN BIAN, | 
q Therapeut. Serm. 6. p. 561, 562. 

r Polycrat. Lib. 2. Cap. 21. Stoicus omnia neceſſaria- credit, 
timens evacuari poſſe ſcientiam immutabilem. E contra Epi- 
curus eorum quæ eveniunt nihil providentiz ratione diſpo- 
ſitum, ne torts neceſſitatem mutabilibus rebus inducat, opinatur. 
Pari ergò ratione defipiunt, cum Alter Caſui, Alter neceffitati. 


M 2 ä 


92 APPENDIX. _ | 
ſon to charge the Szozcks by conſequence with ; 
a neceſſary Fatality of Human Actions, ſince | 
the Antients themſelves in great numbers pro- 


nounc'd as ſtrongly againſt them, and none could H I s 
venture to acquit them. We certainly now Wn ot 
at this Day have a much more imperfect know. W little 
ledge of the Stoical Scheme and Doctrine than Wiſin 
the Antients had, and cannot be ſo well ac: Ws we 
quainted with the Pleas and Arguments for Effect 
it, as they were who conyersd and diſputed Item 
continually with them. We have not in theſe Mzare. 
latter Ages any thing new or unheard of be. WWilme/; 
fore, to palliate and excuſe the Sroical Fate, Iraſon 
which the Antients were never apprizd of; Whlantia 
and if they heretofore rejected and confuted Mind 7h 
the Pleas and Excuſes of the Hoichs as fallaci- Mood 4 
ous and frivolous, what ſufficient Ground and Wiſin 
Foundation can we have to admit and defend Milneſs 
them as ſolid, juſt, and unexceptionable? This Weakne 
is, I think, Authority enough for us to cntcr- on w 
tain the ſame Opinion of the Stoical Fate, kin a 
and to pals the ſame Cenſure upon it. But {Wmpar, 
to clear up the matter, and to give Satisfa- icnce 
ction to ſcrupulous Perſons, I proceed to. ob: Mic At 
viate ſome few Objections, which are raisd om w 
on the other ſide. ä 6 
OB JECT. * = 
IT is ſaid, that Chryſippus the Stoick does not ye . 
allow his antecedent Cauſes to be perfect, priv- n = 
cipal, and effectuat Cauſes of Human Actions * 


but moving and tant only. ANSWER. 


OC 


ANSWER 


I grant that chryf opus daes make a diſtinQi- 
on of this kind, but I muſt affirm, with very 
little propriety, and to little purpoſe. This 
litingtion of Chryſinpus was known antientiy 
s well as it is vow, but it never had ſo much 
Wife upon other Philoſophers, as to give 
tem a clear and good Opinion of the Stoical 
Jae. You have en what Cicero, Plutarch, 
Nemeſius, and others ſay upon it. They had 
eaſons, no doubt on'r, very ſtrong and ſub- 
antial for nat acquieſcing in ſuch an Excuſe; 
ad their DiflatisfaQion and Scruple is a very 
od Argument to as not to admit the ſame 
iltinction without examining the weight and 
uineſs of it. There is in it a great deal of 
eakneſs and fallacy, which a little conſidera» 
on will ſerve to diſcover. In order to ex- 
kin and illuſtrate his Diſtinction, Chry/, pus 
Impares the Mind to a Cylinder, and the in- 
uence of antecedent cauſes upon the one, to 
ic Action of a Vis motrix upon the other ſ. 
tom "IE it 1s plain, that the Mind accor- 


Ut, inquit, qui 3 Cylindrum, dedit ei principium 
Monis, volubilitatem autem non dedit: fic viſum objectum 
Frimet illud quidem, & quaſi ſignabit in animo ſuam ſpe- 
o, ſed aſſenſio noſtri erit in poteſtate; eaque, E 
n in Cylindro dictum eſt, extrinfecùs pulſa, quod reliquum 
ſuapte vi & naturà movebitur. Cic. de Fat. Cap. 19. Vid. 
l, Lib. 6. _ = 


ding 
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ding to Chryſippus is as ſtrongly and effeduar# 
mov'd by external antecedent eauſes, as a ol 
linder is by external Force, The only differs 
ence between them is this, that the Mind 
concurs by aſſent with external antecedem Cal 
ſes, and the Cylinder 18 purely paſſive, ſenſes? 
leſs, and without Volition. And indeed Chi 


H pus had no other way left to reconcile th I 
To i ½ with Fate and antecedent Cauſes? dec] 
For if, as Plutarch very juſtly obſerves, in th ad 

place above cited, * the external parracia os 
dcr'd and offer d ſucceſſively by previous decree 

of Fate, did not fully and abſolutely dete _ 
mine the Mind to produce this or that Act [1 
on, what then muſt become of Fate, whee? Het 
the Mind can croſs and ſet aſide it's decrees} and 
So that tho' Chryſeppus and other Stoicks. mains? Mar, 
tain, that nothing from without can mog t 
the Mind , without the concurrence of it) | bait 
own og "and ob, eg, yet is the Mind Thin 
ſubjected inevitably to Fate, if the Objects 1 a ful 
Fate do abſolutely move and govern that ver | f 
d % and ovyxaratins. Thus deluſive and fa Ya, 
lacious is Chry/ippus's Hypotheſis; it makes cn w N 
ry Man a really neceſſary Agent, and free on *;. 
ly in imagination; it cena the Faculty d i ronſide 
2 5 
t Ek u, * plus E . ned, Tg Actor TO E man tm 01 
— 4 4 bc S A⁰ẽT 8 > To cpa, Me ws xd cia in etia 
wy KAT TA THE OPMHZE FENHEETAL, EI KAI T HMON an ine 
NETal, 3% ut * ier S TZIN KAI OPMHN 494 xo aun 


tn 06% Zee 75 Al HMQN YO THE cipungpims. zou M t. 


 HMIN ETI. * Cap. 35. ſub. fin. 
Aſt 


rem 


ARENA ow 
A feat within, but the abſolute Cauſe of acku- 
FJ Aſent withour. From whence Oenomaus 

he Cynzck faid with an Elegant Sneer of Chyry- 
dias that he made the Mind of Man u⁰, do u. 


OBJxcr. II. 


IT is urg'd that the Szoicks themſelves often 


"LI icclare expreſſſy for the To e 0. for Choice, 


a ; nd the abſolute Power of the Soul. 


ANSWER. 


1 Ir is very true, they often do ſo. So ſays 
hiketus, ſome things are é wuin, others not w. 


| : And to the ſame effect ſpeak Seneca and 


„ arcus Antoninus in many places. But all this 


Is to be underſtood in a limited and reſtrain'd 


$Y Senſe, with reference to the Stoital Syſtem of 


Things x. Alexander Aphrodiſienſis has given us 
I full and clear account of the Sroical To i 


u Niue dA I T5 xa NG? Toy derber. Ap. Enſeb. 
Prep. Lib. 6. Cap. 7. & ap. Theodoret. Therap. Serm. 6. p. 861. 
8 To evTwy Te po Ben, ig %, mx I cow ig ven. Enchir. 
bs... | a 

x Ita nimirum res ſeſe habet, duplici ratione effata Stoicorum 
donſiderari poſſe, vel in ſe, ſeu extra ſyſtema philoſophiæ Soi 
ce ſpectata; Fel prout ex propriis & domeſticis philoſophiæ 
iſtus principiis fluunt ac originem trahunt. Priori modo ft quæ- 
tam conſiderentur, ſubinde longs veriſſima ſunt pulcherrimaque ; 
ta etiam comparata, ut nihil minds, quam fatum aliquod Stoz- 
wn indicare videantur* Sed fi ſecundum vera & genuina Stoi- 
orum principia explices, uti omninò fieri decet, longè aliter 


* rem haberc deprehendes, Buddrus. Addend. ad 1/agog. p. 36. 
1 


66 AP PEN DIA. 
nu. He tolls us, that? the T3 @ WH was 

ſufficiently ſecur d by the Sroical Doctrine, i® 
Men were left to act according to their 4 
ture. And Men were ſuppos d by them to 
act according to their Nature, if they did 
nothing by compulſion againff their own na- 
tural 91 8 ovyxaTaiios. If their Actions 
were but esa, prodtic'd with their own Will 
and Inclination, this was enough to make and 
denominate them free Agents, tho their Wills 
and Inclinations themſelves were govern'd, di 
rected, and determin d by external and mm 
Caules. | a 
| And thus they faid that infetlor Animals 
had a Ty ex auTos as well as Man, becauſe it 


ſeems Fate did not A& upon them with all Whic 
proper Elia as upon things inanimate, but by} * 
F Arg To dE waiey 3 ve 70 Aue oy THE AlPESF NT 7. 90 i 
IIPAEENSE Tay Arnette, alu, EC HIN EIN AI TE xr power % i 
AI HM aN Ex 74 Germ rd drr . N10 bor al Quors, ingai open 


— 0 


Sed, &c. gov i 7 lv N Thy obs” ile: 5 inc au zuuu 5 

N DaTiv xen. A i TwY Nef v7 4 71. | 
ve>X XAT HEY ü MENG, aur Evaryxny s my x Bic, GAA tx Ty pn . 2T 
123% T0 pon .it Ii ini rds eyoxon xl, i N 19 im ol To! 
OL Con r Pao, Ejroy oy ap Y xz Toi, Caorc vines xn . Pun, = 779 


Tavmr d ava my KAG OPMHN. Da, . Capo a; Lau e- Wag 
you A Lond OPMHN amen, IO Tx iu AIA ZT f abort. 
Home. Our I T & Tov xb. ren, 25 2272 u "os eig, „ 
xine 7 * irg eas oy TH ET pon, Tay + 9 10 75s, Er STO xy. } a Ti 
Tay di & 41995 Tay d aupgs. 7ay d d &Aον n t · 2010phiren N Nur A un 2 
dic Car Tuzvny dt Al KA OPMHN KINHSEIS, m4 d r. C % 


dao 25g 4 eg fin. ro were, EIN 10 Cole EINAl u — 4 Katy 
CLIC ELL lp Er , re 28 1 Nea, 15 x e 636). | 155 a 
Alexand, Aphred. p- 175. in 10 


arm 


bin 1 teres: of lun: 1 T6 $X00c0v 2 „u. Id. ibid. 


9 97 
bol or Objects which mov'd their d ο & 
Nd he.. So that in fact and ſtridtneſs 
Men and other Animals are not according to 
this Doctrine the proper efficiezt Cauſes of A- 
tion, but the Inſtrumental only; they do in- 
deed nothing by meer force and without Yoliti- 
, their Minds concur and agree to every A- 
gion, but they are not properly aur A ab- 
ſuutely free to do either this or that, but Fate 
itreſiſtibly decrees and determins what particu- 
lar things muſt be done, and preſents ſuch 
powerful Motives to the Mind, as ſhall not 
poſſibly fail of engaging it's aſſent and con- 
currence. Alexander therefore does juſtly won- 
der at theſe Fataliſts, for calling this Inſtru- 
mentality in Man by the name of Liberty; 
which, he ſays, is the groſſeſt Abuſe of words, 
as well as the greateſt Deluſion 2, 


Wx have here then an excellent Key to 
open the Szoical Syſtem, and a clear Solution 
of the high Expreſſions concerning Human Li- 


2 To 71% , To TG Cas Airy — — und, o 18 EIT 
AYTOIE 3 zes męab rr sg, Toby a elructt or, as ανναατ0 av - 
mreſnliu- da N Ts dro gumvs rann, E 5 1855 K AAevg cl rde ⁊ c 
car. Em TUUT Go a}, ##£iv0 av TG aura Favm ara, 1 
Teborre, EN TH OPMH T5 x4 EYTKATAOEEEI TO EO HMIN 
DAZIN EINAI.— Os 745 To 00 h 87 70 Herr nage æyoc m den- 
6044 71 5 fur ay Ke Geyregne bo gu no m To Saris. AA 
un tp a 4 le- us &y 75 EKOYEIOY NTT ius TE u unn, 
x an TabTy To Te ex GM 10 To 10 voi, Exoto 2 92 To E 
dad 2410 even cyprus. Ex pul os 75 v rde 
7556 xa rc Ager T# rc len au Kome OE" 1b & m & *0 up, 
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 aexa; Power, but are always with us and in- 


+> 
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berty in Marcus Antoninus and others, wh ich! : 
without it arc very difficult, and have puzz14 ; 
many Learned Interpreters. Thus when Epi- „. 


Cletus Laus. Gl uu 30 .. net αε ig ſa, urns | 7 5 : 
en Geetis, ixxAlons, he may eaſily be inter- A 


preted conſiſtent With the Soical Fate, by con- ine 
ſidering how far our Actions are i vir accord- I tur 
ing to the Stoicks, The Actions of the Mind Y #4 
are s' u in one Senſe, as they do not de- ct 
pend upon accidents and circumſtances exter- I by 


nal, like the » xT1as Riches, dEr Honours, and 4 Fl 


ſeparable from us as long as we live. Again, | 
they are ep u in another Senſe, becauſe no of 
Power can properly force them, they annot tha 
be ever produc'd vithout the aſſent of the in- 48 
ward Man. But ſtill, our Actions may final I h 
ly depend upon Fate, becauſe our vew itſelf} in 
may be conſtantly rul'd and directed by "y pol 
100 S αοο. and 
| able 

So when Marcus Antoninus comforts him3Y eve 
ſelf with reflecting, om tem pol unden rea the 
aneh TY e Yeov x; Paine, Outs ap πον] I dep 


| xdowy Tem ag]. There is no necellityY on 
of ſetting Antoninus himſelf at variance with wh. 


the Sroical Syſkem, nor of giving this paſſage Poy 
up as irreconcileable with the Power of Fate | the 


It is ſtrang indeed, but it may and mull 4 


be underſtood in a Stoical denſe. It is in 2 a 1 
a Lib. 5. Scct. 10. | 


Tou, N 


* 
wit 
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Power, ſays he, to ab nothing againſt the dictates 
of my. own Mind. For no body can force me 
10 tranſgreſs them. Very true! No body and 
no thing can force you to this, becaule the 
Mind is incapable of force and Violence, be- 
ing according to you of a Subſtance: and Na- 
ture Divine. But notwithſtanding this, your 
Fate may invariably rule and: direct your A- 
ions, tho' not by a proper ſia or Force, yet 
by conſtantly AC your Will and * 
lition. 


need not take notice of any more Paſſages 
of Antaninus, becauſe there are none ſtronger 
than what I have quoted, I would only give 
a general caution concerning his Books, that 


where he magnifies the Powers of the Soul 


in ſuch bold and extraordinary Terms, he op- 
poles them generally ta the external Things 
and Occurrences of the World, as being not 
able to aſſail and hurt the izward Man, what- 
ever they may do with the outward; and that 
the Good or Evil of things is nothing real, but 
depends entirely on the Judgment and Opini- 
on of the Mind about them. But all this 
while he may allow to his Sroical Fate its due 
Powers, and ſo may be always conſiſtent with 
the Syſtem of his —_ 


'Tavs alſo may Zeno 8 words to Antigonus 
be interpreted. Sarees el 8 uud Quou Teos 1 
N 2 ele 


PP. 


Yea x, ANN x) HpOAIPEZEI. 252 are | 


manifeſtly inclin dᷓ to greatneſs of Mind, not only © 12 
by nature, but alſo by Choice. Laert.Lib. 7. p. 370. an ! 
Acc 

T CHOICE and Election indeed the Stoicis in Ml this 
words did allow, but deſtroy'd it's Uſe and ; in b 
Reality, by laying it under the ſtrongeſt Influ- I vive 
ence of Fate, and by making it wholly ſub- fon 
ſervient and miniſterial to it. 1 . 
I come now to Seneca, from whom. it i | E 

| any as |; 
very apparent that Human Liberty with the 10 
Stoicks Was very imperfect and reſtrain'd, and ag 
that Fate did extend it's Influence to Actions as 12 
well as to things. He ſays, Quid intelligis Fa. 4 
tum? Exiſtimo neceſſutatem rerum ommium actio- * a J 
numque, quam nulla vis rumpat*. Again. Fatum "i 
eſt, ut hic diſertus ſit, ſed ſi litteras didicerit; J, ibs: 
ab eodem Fato continctur, ut litterns diſcat ; ; id 5 4 
aiſcet. Hic Dives erit, ſed f navigaverit, At 1. fo 
in illo Fati ordine, quo patrimonium illi grands bY: l 
promittitur, hoc queque protinus Fatum eſt, ut 
raviget 3 ; ideò mavigabit e. You ſce, how mani- I F. 
teſt it is, that the Szozcks did not exempt Human o w 
Actions from the Power of Fate; all which rial 
they did, was to ſhew, that in ſome degree | 10 
(which with other Philoſophers would be judgd au. 
inſt ignificant) the Liberty of Man or the 0 | © 
0 nau was ſtill preſery'd, notwithſtanding the WF a 1; 
5 zlitus 

. 28. dien 
1 27 1 * Lib. 2. Cap. 36. c Ibid. Cap. 38. ak. 
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mighty Influence of Fate upon it. Seneca him- 
ſelf a few lines after ſeems to promiſe ſuch 
an Expoſition of the Szozcal Fate, and ſome 
Account of Human Liberty d; but nothing of 
this kind (that I am aware of) is extant now 
in his works. What account he would have 
given of Both, may be probably collected 
from Nemeſius and Alexander produc d above. 


HAVING obviated theſe, which are the 
principal Objections, I need not concern my- 
elf much with others of leſs moment. It is 
aid that the word «4paeumy need not ſignify force 
or eceſſity of Human Actions. And we are ſent 
Jo Chalcidins and Nemeſius for another meaning. 
Ilanſwer, that indeed the word «pzewey does 
Foot imply immediately per ſe a Neceſſity, nei- 
Amer did it ſignify ſo much among the Plato- 
1%; but 1 ſay, that the Stoical Sence and In- 
erpretation of it ſignified little leſs than Ne- 
%, and their is nothing in Chalciaius or Ne- 
neus to contradict it, but much to confirm it, 


THERE may be other very {light Exceptions 
to what is here aſſerted, but they are not ma- 
terial enough to be diſtinctly conſider d. 


I conclude therefore with obſerving, that al- 
tough ſome particular Szojcks had ad vanc d 


d Iſta nobis opponi ſolent, ut probetur nihil voluntati noſtre - 
elictum, & omne jus Fato traditum. Cum de iſtà re agetur, 
diem quemadmodum aanente Fato, aliguid fit in Hominis ar- 
brio. Sen. Ibid. E 
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peculiar Doctrines of Fate, which might not is: 
infer a mzeceſſity of Human Actions, yet will 4 
the Biſhop ot Londons Poſition remain very 2! 
juſt and true concerning the Soicks in general. no 
His Lordſhip ſays, that this was the avowd Do. no 
etrine of one famous Sect; which expreſſions 
need not include the Doctrine of every ſingle 
Man among the Stoichs, but of the Generality® 
only. Now the Generality of the Soicls did 
certainly teach what his Lordſhip charges up- 
on them. For, as Mr, Fackſon e rightly ar- 
gues from Plotinus, ſome of the Stoicks derivd '*/ 
all things from the firſt Cauſe of the Univerſe, 1 * 
which they ſaid pervaded all things, and not only 
gave motion to, but was the efficient Cauſe of e. [ 


YN 


＋ 2 
parted 
WH 
23 


Fo 


2 


2 


very thing, ſtiling it Fate, and the ſupreme Caule, 4 
and ſuppoſing it to be itſelf all things; a AK 
that not only all other things which exiſt, but even 4 
the inward Purpoſes. of our Minds alſo pro- this 
ceeded from the efficient Power of it. This, 1 

* fays he, was making no Agent in the World gui 
« but God only, and Human Actions to be cor 
„nothing but the Operations of God in Men, ge] 
* actuating them and every thing elſe as the} dif 
Soul does the Body. 75 ab 
Orurxs thought, that the Circumvolution / 6 
the Univerſe effected all things by it's Motion, anal | 
by the Poſitions and Appearances of the Planets anal ſhi 
fx d Stars with reſpect to each other, and found. on 


a e Defenſe of Human Liberty Ec. p. 1 53: 


. 
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t ing upon theſe the Art of Prognoſtication, would 
" f have it that ed thing Came #0 paſs thereby. 
ry WY 2/0145 obſerves, that this Doctrine attributes 
l. nothing to our ſelves, leaves us like Stones, 
v. not as Men, who act of themſelves, and from 
us their own Nature. I | 

| ; J ANOTHER Notion of Fatality was founded in 
1 py lg of a mutual eternal Cuncatenation 
. und Chain of Cauſes, whereby things poſterior al- 
i vhs follow thoſe which are antecedent, and are 
„ 1:ſolv'd into them, as exiſting by them, and bay. 
„ no Exiſtence without them, and are neceſſarily 
hl conſequent to thoſe which precede them. 

fn 


ALL theſe ſeveral Hypotheſes are very cur- 
rent among the Szorcks, and none of the Stoicks 
are excepted from them by Alexander Aphrodi- 


difficult Task to extricate clearly the moſt 
ſubtle Stoick from a meceſſary Fatality, and to 
prove undeniably a Vulgar Error on his Lordſhip, 


* ſienſis or Plotinus. Therefore what his Lord- 
„ ſhip ſays muſt without diſpute be true at leaſt 
of the Generality of the Szoicks, if not of all. 
al But indeed I am apt to believe, that upon 
YI conſidering the Stoical Syſtem with attention as 
k deliver'd above, any Modern would find it a 


Ir is farther to be obſerv'd, that his Lord- 
ſhip introduces the Neceſſity of Human Action, 
only as a ſort of Interpretation of the Doctrine 
F Fate. Such, ſays he, was the Dot#rine of Fate 

. or 
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or Mens doing every thing thro Neceſſity. The 
particle or does maitifeltly ſhew that this lat. 
ter Sentence is only an Inference from or ex- 
plication of the former, a Conſequence de- 
duc'd from the Doctrine of Fate, not the Do- 
ctrine itſelf. This is a Difference of Mo- 
ment; for his Lordſhip might allow, that the 
Stoicks did maintain in words and profeſſions 
Human Liberty together with a Fate e 
ſal, and yet charge the aoctrine of Fate univerſal 
with a real Neceſſity of Human Actions. And there- 
fore Im ſurpriz d to find or unaccountably 
chang'd into and * by his Lordſhip's adverſary, 
which alters entirely the Turn of the Sentence, 
and the Terms of Diſpute; and renders ſome 
Animadverſions enn foreign, and fri-f 
volous. 

I ſhall only add, that a very Learned Manf 7 
abroad has lately taken the ſame ſide of the 
Queſtion with me againſt Lipſius and others, 
Whoſe Books on that Subject I have not yet 
ſcen; it is very probable that he. may have 
done more Juſtice both to the Subject and his 
Lordſhip, and therefore 1 would wiſh the Gen. 


tleman on the other fide to conſult his Treas By 


tiſes for farther Satisfaction. 


„ Plea for Miriam Reaſon. p. 28. 
UF dixi in Introductions ad Philo phiam Stot- 
Aurelii, Antonini Inperatoris, quæ Impe- Def 
11. in Editione quiz Lipfie an. 1729. 9. wi 
Et de Erroribus Stoicorum in Philo 
ddeus. Addend. ad Ifagog. p. 36: 


ratoris 
Prodiit,“ præn 
leid Moral. 


14 x 1 £ 


